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ABSTRACT

In cooperation with the Hillsborough County School Board, the

Arts Council of Tampa-Hillsborough County, Division of Education

provides Artists-in-the-Schools (AIS) Programs in architecture, dance,

fiction writing, filmmaking, music, photography, poetry and theatre to

over 100,000 students and over 3000 teachers through-out the county.

Within the program areas, it is emphasized that the arts are partici-

patory and part of everyday life. There are over 10J artists employed to

deliver the AIS program areas.

In September, 1980, the Arts Council received one of twenty U.S.

Department of Education giants in the amount of $55,000 for the first

of two years. The award was mace: to assist in improving the overall

educational effectiveness of existing Artists-in-the-Schools programs.

During the first year of the project a process evalgation Of the

eight AIS program areas listed above was conducted. Principals, curri-

culum specialists, teachers, artists, students, parents and school board

members were observed and/or interviewed about the AIS program. A total

of 1039 observations and/or interviews were made.

The results indicated that the AIS program was perceived as adding

a great deal to the curriculum and to the positive attitudes of the

people involved. However, there is a need for additional orientation

to the program and ways to integrate it into the curriculum. Conse-

quently, an inservice training program has been designed in response

to these needs.
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Artista-in-the-Schools Evaluation

Program Evaluation Report

by

Mary Topping, Evaluation Consultant

Concern for impzoving the quality cf life leads to a consideration

of the school's responsibility for enhancing the aesthetic competence

and creativity of the student. Various art forms such las architecture,
(/

dance, fiction writing, filmmaking, music, photography, poetry, and

theatre serve to increase the range and depth of the learner's sensi-

tivity to the world around him or her. They can become a means of

interpreting life, of signaling its crises and its possibilities of

promoting self-awareness and a recognition of the creative potential of

man and woman. Creativity and aesthetic sensitivity, than, are funda-

mental expressions of human nature. It is in this sen.e that the school

has an educational responsibility in an area which is highly subjective

and responsive to individual human choices. The eduL'ational objectives

with respect to creativity and aesthetic competencies include the

1.) The student is familiar with several arts fields,
their concepts, styles, and standards.

2.) The student possesses some ability to analyze and
interpret artistic works and form reasonable
judgements about them.

3.) The stud,mt has an open mind toward aesthetic forms
and seeks out kinds of experiences in the arts which
give pleasure and enrichment to his, or her own life.
He or she incorporates these pursuits into his or
her activities through a process which is, at least
in part, rational rather than whimsical.

4.) To the extent his or her talent and inclinations
permit, the student participatesin artistic performanc3
and creates works of arts.

6
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Tampa-Hillsborough County Arts Council, Division of Education, has

Toward assisting in meeting these educational otjectives, the

developed the Artists-in-the-Schools (AIS) Program to enhance the

regular arts programs.

In cooperation with the Hillsborough County School Board, the

Arts Council provides ongoing programs in the areas of architecture,

dance, fiction writing, filmmaking, music, photography, poetry and

theatIA to over 100,000 students and over 3,000 teachers through-out

the county. Within the program areas, it is emphasized that the arts

are participatory and part of everyday life. There are over 100

artists employed to deliver the AIS programs.

In September, 1980, the Arts Council received one of twenty U.S.

Department of Education grants in the amount of $55,000 for the first of

two years. It was &warded to improve the overall educational effective-

ness of existing Artists -in -the- Schools programs in 114 Hillsborough

COunty Public Schools including 73 elementary, 15 sixth grade centers,

7 seventh grade centers, 1 sixth and seventh grade center and 18 junior

high schools.

During the first year of the project a process evaluation of the

eight AIS program areas listed above was conducted. Based on the

results of this evaluation, an inservice training program has been

designed. During the second year of the project this inservice

training program will be offered to curriculum specialists thr,Jughout

Hillsborough County to assist them in facilitating the integration of

the AIS program areas into the regular curriculum.

Purpose of the Evaluation

The purpose of evaluation was to determine the content of an

inservice training program to assist curriculum specialists in the 114
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Hillsborough County schools in facilitating the integration of the

AIS program areas into the curriculum and to provide ongoing information

to planners of future AIS programs.

Evaluation Plan

The Evaluation Plan was designed to follow the model adapted from

Stufflebeam, et.al's, CIPP (Context, Input, Process, Product) (1971;

Stufflebeam 1973, 1974) model by the Center for the Study of Evaluation,

University of California, Los Angeles, (Alkin 1969, 1973, 1974) (see

Appendix A). Since the program areas were developed in response to a

needs assessment, this evaluation plan will include only Stage 3 of the

model - Process Evaluation. The first rhase of the Process Evaluation

was conducted during the 1980-1981 academic year.

Process Evaluation

The Process Evaluation consisted of two parts: Implementation and

Progress Evaluation. Since these two components address different key

questions, they will be discussed separately.

/mplemeni:ation Evaluation

Key question: Is the Program operating as planned?

This evaluation focused on whether the ,procedures specified in the

program plan were carried out in the intended manner. Program operation-

alization was the relevant decision area. AIS Program implementation

questions were

1.) To what extent are the AIS Program Areas being
integrated into the regular curriculum?

2.) What are the rol -; of the following personnel in
integrating the ._3 Program Areas into the regular
curriculum?

a. school administrators (principals)
b. curriculum specialists
c. teachers
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d. students
e. Artists

3.) To what extent are the operations involved in
delivering the Al t Program Areas efficient?

A
4.) What are the roles of the following personnel

in delivering the AIS Program Areas?

a. school administrators (principals)
b. curriculum specialists
c. teachers
d. students
e. artists

Pi.gress Evaluation

Key question: If the Prolram making progress towards its
stated objectives?

The evaluation focused on determining the extent to whith the

program was making gains tcward achieving its program objectives.

Objectives, therefore,were of major impOrtance in this stage.

AIS Program-Progess Evaluation, questions were:

1.) To what extent are the objectives explicated for
each AIS component being met?

2.) To what extent do the AIS Program Areas give students
the opportunity to use basic skills creatively?

3.) Are the AIS Program Areas presentations appropriate
for the age of the students involved?

ti

4.) Are there changes in the students' attitudes toward
self, school, and the AIS program areas after the
AIS presentation?

5.) What are the teachers, curriculum specialists,
principals and artists opinions about the progress
of the AIS program areas?

Instruments

Data collection instruments that were used for this evaluation are

attached as Appendix B. They included a semantic differential type

scale to assess student attitude change and various interview forms to



5

gather information on the objectives of the AIS program, its operation

and delivery and opinions of significant people involved in its

operation and delivery.

Evaluation Design

In attempting to answer Question 4 under the Progress Evaluation

(Is there a change in the student's attitudes toward self, school and

the AIS program areas after the AIS presentations?) data were collected

from the student prior to the artist's presentation, immediately following

it, and one month after the artist's presentation. Therefore, the design

for collecting student attitude data was pre AIS - post - delayed post.

All other data were collected from the persons involved only once, during

the artist visits.

Data Collection

Although the Project's'Evaluation Consultant and the Project's

Administrator had observed several AIS programs in November and December

of 1980, the official beginning of the data collection period was

January 1981 and continued, until the middle of May, 1981. Involved in

the data collectic, process were the Director, the Assistant to the

Director, the Arts Education Consultants, the Evaluation Consultant and

eight observers who were specialists in their fields and graduate students

at the University of South Florida. Great support was given by the

personnel at the Arts Council of Tampa-Hillsborough County

Data Analyses

During the data collection period, the Observers consolidated the

data they collected, using the evaluation instruments, and summarized

amy additional observations they made. These data were then submitted

10
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to the Arts Education4Coniultants. The'Arts Education Consultants

reviewed the and then submitted them to the Project Director. The

data were an lyze .futher under the supervision of the Project Evaluation

Consultant d the project period.

Data collected using attitude'scales were analyzed under the

supervision of the Projeclipaluation.Consultant, during the period from

the middle of May until the middle of June, 1981.

During the period from June 15 to Jute 26, 1981, the Project

Director, the Arts Edu tion

Evaluation Consultant meo

during the evaluation period

Consultants, the Adthinistrator and the

analyze theicomments that were collected

and to design the inservice education

workshops based on the'findings.

Data Reporting

Data reports from the Observers about their visits were written in

the latter part of the days they made the observations and submitted to

the Arts Education Consultants immediately. Preliminary reports from

the Arts Education Consultants were submitted to the Project Director

by June 30, 1981. Herein contains the final first year report on the

AIS Evaluation Project.

Results for Across AIS Program Areas

Results will be presented here from those found across AIS program

areas. Appendix C contains results for each program area.

Principals, curriculum specialists, teachers, artists and students

were surveyed in the schools. Parents were surveyed via telephone.

School board members were interviewed in person. To the degree possible,

the school:, in which the subjects were located were chosen at random,

stratified as much as possible, by the eight AIS program areas. Since
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some of the AIS program areas (architecture, fiction writing,_ filmmaking

and photography) were in only a Eiw schools, they may be overrepresented

on a percentage basis in the total sample. Therefore, it was necessary

to include all or almost all of the schools with these programs in

order to gather as much information on them sls possible.

Of the total number (1305) of in-schools respondents proposed, 73%

(951) was surveyed. Figure 1 reflects a comparison by AIS progran areas

of the number of proposed to actual respondents. Table 1 shows the

breakdown of actual respondents by AIS program area and category of

resppndent.

In addition, 82 parents (56 mothers and 26 : thers) were surveyed

by telephone. These parents were among those of:students who were

selected at random to have their par( rveyed. Table 2 indicates the

breakdown by AIS program area.

Six of the seven Hillsborough County School Board members were

interviewed, in person, -bout the AIS Program in general.

Implementation Evaluation

Question 1: To what extent are the AIS Program Areas being-inte-

grated into the regular curriculum?

Findings: Table 3 shows that there is agreement, for the most

part, among the principals, curriculum specialists, teachers and artists

that the AIS Program Areas are being integrated into art, music and

1.anguage arts but not in mathematics,natural sciences and social sciences.

Question 2: What are the roles of roles of respondents in inte-

grating the AIS Program Areas into the regular curriculum?

Findings: A majority of. the respondents, except the artists,

agreed that the curriculum specialists provide technical assistance, work

with others to integrate the program into the regular curriculum,

12
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Total Arch. Dance Fiction- Film-
jiriting making

gi
gure 1: A comparison cf number of proposed to aitual respondclts.

Music Photo. Poetry

236

I i
Theatre

14
co



AIS AREA

Architecture

Dance

Fiction -wri

Filnmaking

Music

Photography

Poetry

'theatre

TOTAL

KEY:

NOM:

11.3LE

ART'IBIS-IN-'111E-scacas PROGRAM EVALUATICI1
NUmber of is !MIS Program Area

* Two artists surveyed at different schools.
** Same artist surveyed at different schools.

* * * Eight poets surveyed at different schools.

1. Some principals,
2. Thtal percentage

15

17

10

15

13

12

13

14

13

MISTS

4 12

4*

22 3

2** 10

31 12

2** 12

28*** 11

28 12

101 11

TInn'

33
100

100
77 8

100
58 6

100

20

263

17

247 26

101

1

25

101
2

100

100
28

101 2
2.

101
2

236

951

curriculum specialists, teachers and students were surveyed for more than cne AIS area.

may not equal 100 due to rounding within the categories.

16
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TABLE 2

Artists-in-the-Schools Evaluation

Number of Parents Interviewed by AIS Program Area

AIS Area

Architecture

Dance

Fiction -

Writing

Filmmaking

Music

Photography

Poetry

Ore
41.1.1.1111L=MIN,

Total

Mothers Fathers Total

2 67 1. 33 3 100

11 67 2 33 6 100

1 50 1 50 2 100

- - - - m -

17 81 4 19 21 100

1 50 1 50 2 100

17 57 13 143 30 100

14 78 4 22 18 160

56 68 26 32 82 100

17



TABLE

ARTISTS-IN-TEE-SCROOLS PROGRAM EVALUATION

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Quest:Ion:

Number 1: "To What Extent is this AIS Program Area
Being Integrated into the Regular Curriculum?"

AIS ASEA Across Areas

11

Curriculum
Areas

ii

a

J111 To .. great extent Not at all Total

X 9,D,

40
5

AMMI1011111
4

I=MI
P 88

-
1. 20 27 31 32 3 5 7 3.52 1.09 23

99 20 20 30

'21
30 29 29 I 10 10 10 1 10 3.4011.21 21

Art 113 43 -3g 19 35 31 5 4 9 ' 8 3.74 11.24 13
5; 19 36 1 14 26 13 25 2 1 4 5 9 3.76 1.25 48

_....
8 4 26 31 15 18 1 T 8 8 9 3.T2 1.28 26

Aisle--
9T 28 29 21 22 24 25 5 1 5 19 20 3.35 1.45 23

T 107 42 39 16 15 21 20 6 I 6 22 21 3.4T 1.55 19

, illo A 47 IT 36 , 11 23 ' 5 11 2 19

-

3.47

g.83

1.514

0.95

54

1893

103

26

36

28

35

34

40

37

39

24

16

26

I

::

T 1 4 k 0 1 n7 17
T 116 60 52 ' 26 22 21 18 I T 6 .12 1.14 10

A 51 29 5T 10 20 14 I 4 . 1 :, $

Mathematic

P 6 8 9 23 26 111311111M1 26 WI=
.21

4

.23 25CS 95 6 6 8 8 23 24 21 22 3T 39

T 108 10 9 8 7 19 18 I 23 21 48 44 .16 x.32 18

A 40 6 15 3 T 5 13 4 10 22 5 2.18 .53 61

Natural

Sciences

p 86 1 1 15
0

17 28 33 20 23 22 26 2.45 .09 25

25CS
,

95 6 - 6 .: 11 12 28 29 19 20 31 2.39 .23

T 107 8 T 19 ,18 , 22 21 13 12 45

,33

t2 2.36 .38 19

A 45 7 16 7 16 6 . 13 T 16 18 40 2.51 .53 56

....

.8ecial -

Sciences

P 90 6 7 26 29 33 3T I 15 17 .,10 11 3.03 .09 21
.

CS 96 12 13 18 19 36 38 I 11 11 19 20 2.93 '.27 24

T 104 16 15 2T 26 21 20 I 11 11 29 28 2.90 .45 22

A 47 12 26 8 IT 1 9 19 6 13 12 26 3.04 i .55 54

18



BEST COPY AVAILABLE
TABLE

Artists-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question:

Number 2: 'What are Your Roles and What are the Roles of
the Following Personnel in reetrating this AIS
Program into the Regular Curriculum?"

AIS Arta Across Areas

12

Roles
8.4 4Principal
m) 1

or4

Curr. Spec.
. .

Teachers Students Artists

;N Sot
1

i !Realm. 1
N Sot

1 Reiman.

I.
I N : Sot N Sot 3

! Reap* IRespon.

% o
Reap

Provides technical
assistance

P ;

46 1 41 I 71 63 49' 1 44 120 18 35 31

CS 39 33 87 73 62 52 18 15 62 52

T

_..1

32 25 77 61 77 61 =0 24 62 49

22 22 37 37 41 '41 15 15 47 47

with others
integrate pro-

gram into
regular curri-
culum.

,

32 29 82 73 63 I 56 18 16 29 26

CS 27 23 95 79 75 63 10 8 44 37

25 20 83 -66 91 7. 22 17 38 30

A 16 16 41 I 41 52 52 9 9 25 25

Evaluates the
extent to which
the AIS program'
area has been
integrated into
the regular
curriculum.

P 58 52 74 66 69 62 1 19 17 18 16

1

CS 1 59 49 86 72 58 12 10 , 11 11

T 1 41 33 81 64 98 78 2 20 . 18 14

A 19 1 19 43 43 39 39 7 7 14 14

Plans ways to
integrate the
AIS program into
the regular
curriculum.

P 143 ! 38 85 76 78 70 16 14 23 21

CS 40 33 93 1 78 1 88 73 12 10 31 26

30 24 78 1 62 102 81 17 13 31 25

A 16 16 43 43 43 43 2 2

9 8

0_,12

18 16Attsmpts to
integrate AIS
program areas

iculum.

regular

P 128 25 70 63 79 71

CS 33 28 72 60 96 80 10 8 28 23

m 24 19 60 48 110 37 14 11 ; 26 21

A 15 15 40 40 53 53 4 4 26 26

Key: P - Principal /CS Curriculum Special!st/T - Teacher/ A - Anist

11
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evaluate the extant to which the AIS program Areas have been integrated

into the regular curriculum, plan ways and attempt to integrate the AIS

Program Areas into the reqular curriculum. See Table 4.

There appears to be a fairly high level of agreement among the

respondents about the roles of the teachers also. Relative to the

principal, students, and artists, there seems to be agreement that they

are not fulfilling these roles.

Question 3: To what extent are the operations involved in deliverinc

the AIS Program Areas efficient?

Findings: Table 5 reflects a high degree of agreement among the

respc rents that the AIS Program Areas delivery operations are efficient.

That is, the artists move in and out of the school very efficiently, the

school's choice of and readiness of the performance area are very

efficient, and student discipline by school personnel is very efficient.

Question 4: Table 6 shows that a majority of the principals and

curriculum specialists surveyed think that the principals observe the

artists' works and observe the students work that results from the AIS

Program Areas. A majority of the principals responding indicated that

they observe the students working with the artists. Low percentages of

the principals, curriculum specialists, teachers and artists indicated

that the principals provide technical assistance or participate in the

program.

A majority of the respondents, except the artists, seem to agree

that the curriculum specialists provide technical assistance and observe

the artist at work. The principals and the curriculum specialists

agree that the latter observe the students working with the artists and

observe the students work that results from the AIS Program Areas.

Relatively low percentages of the respondents inuicated that the

"
U



curriculum specialists participate in the progiams,

A clear majority of the respondents, across categories, agree

that the teachers participate in the program, observe the artist at

work, observe the students working with the artists, and observe

students work that results from the AIS Program Areas. Relatively low

percentages of the respondents indicated that teachers provide technical

assistance.

About the roles of the students, there is agreement that the students

participate in the program and observe the artietr at work. Also, there

is agreement, based on the low percentages, that the students do not

provide technical assistance, do not observe the other students working

with the artists, and do not observe the other students work that results

from the program.

There is agreement among the respondents that the artists participate

in the program. The teachers and artist& agree that the artists provid_

technical assistance. Based on the low percentages there appears to be

agreement among the respondents that the artists do not fulfill the

three remaining roles, the first two of which are not really applicable.

Progress Evaluation

Question 1: To what extent are the objectives explicated for the

AIS Program Areas being met?

Findings: Most of the objectives explicated for each of the AIS

Program :real are being met. The breakdown by areas and objectives may

be found in Appendix C.

Question 2: To what extent do the AIS Program Areas give students

the opportunity to use basic skills creatively?

Findings: The findings for this question are included with those

presented for Question 5, below.

21



TABLE 5

Artists-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question:
Number 3: "To What Extent is This AIS Program Area

Being Deli rered Efficiently?"

Operation

Artists moving
it and out of
school.

44
o 4

04
0
118

99

110

119

AIS AREA: Across Areas

Very Er icient
5

N

P 81

CS 92

100

89 A

95 0

77

School's choice
of performance
place.

95 P

III81 15

84 15

14

N

84 11

87 11

54 57 30

15

% N % N

15 3

114 3

3 1

2
% N

X S.D.

109 72 66 27

32 9

25 8

1214 T 83 67 29 23 10

School's readiness
of performance
area.

89 A

0

514 61 17 19 114

1251

69 73 19 20 6

80 72 25

102

86 A 63

0

Student disciplie
by school
personnel.

95 P 70

197CS 87

125 T 97

k
88 A 60

0

73

19

23 5

15 14

114 16 7

714 214 25

81 20

78 214

lr

19 4

9

7 2

2

2

a 1

16 2

6 1 1 4.64 0.65

g 1 1 14.66 0.61

3

2 _2 14.580.83

14.73

ONO

Alm*

3 aal 14.714 0.51 1

68 i 19 22 7 2 14.56 0.714

gmy: P - Principal
Aft CS - Curriculum Specialist

T - Teacher
A - Artist
0 - Observer

22
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TABLE 6

Artists-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation
A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question:

lumber 4: "What Are Your Roles and. What are the
Roles of the Following Personnel in the
Mechanics of Delivering this AIS Prairie'

AIS Area: Across Areas

Roles Principal Curr. Spec. Teachers Students Artists

N % of
Respon

N % of
Respon,

N % of
Respon,

N $ of

Respok,

N
-

% of

Respon,

Provides technical
ass/stencil.

m...w

P 44 39 71 63 49 44 15 13 44 39

CS 46 38 88 73 50 42 21 18 59 49

T 29 23 66 52 61 48 20 16 71 56

A 44 44 43 43
p

41 41 15 15 5 53

Participates in
program..

111,

P 29 51 7

CS
33 28 48

J
40 81 68 94 78 90 75

T 22 17 38 30

.

87 69 109 87 101 80

A 11 11 26 26 50 50 72 72 72 72-

Observes the artist
at work.

P 72 64 74 66 91 81 86 77 20 18

CS 73 61 94 78 103 86 99 83 27 23

T 52 41 73 58 122 97 113 90 29 23

A
33 33 49 49 73 73 76 76 17 17

Observes the students
vorking with the
artists.

P 61 54 74 66 87 78 35 31 26 23

CS 56 47 80 67 96 80 j 39 33 27 23

T 43 34 59 47 111 88 47 37 34 27

A 24 24 38 38 64 64 18 18 14 14

Observes the stu-
itswork

thi4

that

from
AIS Program Area.

..illk.------

P 58 52 72 64 90 80 36 32 30 27

CS 66 55 89 74 99 83 37 31 34 28

47 37 57 45 112 89 46 37 48 38

A
30 30 L 43 43 73 73 28 28 28 28

Key: P - Principal/CS . Curriculum Specialist/T - Teacher/A - Artist

23



TABLE TA

ARTIBTSrIN.rTRE43CHOOL8 PROGRAM EVALUATION
Student Attitude Scales

TOTAL SCALE RESULTS BY AIC AREA

Scale Concwpt Myself

AIS AREA

Poet TOTAL Pre

SE .f. t. p.

118;td PUPALPAL Pre
BE d.f, t. p.

0 aye('
Post TOTAL Post

SE d.f. t. p.
I

X S.D. X S.D. X S.D. X S.D. X S.D. X S.D.

.Architecture

Dance

11111

:14.91
I

4.84MEI
. 5.5 .0

16

38

1.06

.33

.3

.75

44.8,

45.22

3.86

5.01

43.3

45.4 6.2

1.0,17

1.3022

1.4

16

.1 145.0:

.88 45.2

3.91

5.01

4.59

3.91

.84 .90 1.6 .53

s.93 :1.2C 22 1.09 9

"IMMaking
III! 4.86 111112 8 1.68 13 46.78 6.55 3.56 3.68 1.70 8 .90 ,09 5,67 6,55 .67 ,07 1 01 E 1,1) .3'

Music
5.8 6.92 6. .5 3072.57 .01 45.19 6.88 4.45 6,49 ,63 104 1,1 45,3. 6,94 5,67 ,00 64 104 .176 67

Photography
6.4 7.16

' 5.8 1. 2 6 1.08.3 48.40 5.13 7,20 5.76 ,49 4 2 45 07 49,67 6,81 ,67 8.39 1,1E 2 ,87 48

Poetry : 5.68
t ,3 123 3.24 .141

44.24
4.31 43,5 4.3 ,3 11 4

44,20 4,29 4,58 .73 46 113 ,82 1

Theatre

III 5.15 III
.3 10S ,37 .7 44,35 5.36 3,44 4,69 ,51 96 44,29 5,36 43,73 5,08 ,53 95 105 30

Fiction-writin 2.1 2.991 I s 2.0 .9, 5 .,88 /42

*Statistically significant at or below the .05 level.



TABLE 01k
ARTISTSInIN4HE.-.SCHOOL8 PROGRAM EVALUATION

Student Attitude Scales

-TOTAL SCALE RESULTS BY AIS AREA

Scale Concept School and Me'

2f

N
Poet TOTAL Pre4

SE t. .p.

We TOTAL Pre

SE
t. p.

Pg:t TOTAL Post
SE d.f. t. p.AIS ARRA

X S.D. S.D.
I

1 X S.D. X S.D. X S.D. X S.D.

Architecture 44.8 3.63 ;' 4. ot .8 17 07 .95''5.83 5.03 4.89 4.32 1. 17 .73 .47 45.8 5.03 4.83 3.63 .05 17 95 .35

Dance 45.'4 5.88 3. 6.0' .7. 38 '.25 .03, 5.65 5.92 4.48 7.25 1.4 22 .81 .43 45.6 5.92 4.83 6,44 1,4; 22 56 58

Filmmaking 44.2- 4.21 1.1.7 2.3 .9. 8 2 67

*

03 3.88 6,45 1.63 2,50 1,6 7 ,36 ,22 44,6 6,48 5,56
l

5,53 1134
r
84 443

Nneic
45.7' 7.34 5.1 7.0; .51 131 1.1, .2 45,1 7.50 45,1 7,2( .7 lo

"
,o ,94 45,1 7,46 5,16 7,45 .70 05

r

o ;97
0

Photography
45.-1 4.99 '5.2 5.6, ,9, 7 .6 ..0 48.75 6.80

i

48',5 5.91 1.8 3 27 80 ko8.00 x.12 7,00 u,95 1, 4 77 ,49

Poetry 44.;f 5.44 3.7, 5.4 .3 12 3.5 . 44.72 5.0 43.6 A5, .3 11.2.75 .044.74 4.92 4.56 5.39 .37 1 51 .61

Theatre 44.0 5.82

1.92

3.8;

'

1

6.1

;

II
8

.681

.4

44.17 6.29 6.27 .54 94 .76 45 44.14 6.21 44.21 5199 53 7 .13.89

Fiction -writ ing63:8

.

obtatAuttcally significant at oz Flow the .05 level.



TABLE

ARTISTS4NT.THE.SCHO0L3 PROGRAM EVALUATION
Student Attitude Reales

'

TOTAL SCALE RESULTS BY AIS AREA

Scale concept "'AIS Area' and Me"

AIS AREA

Post TOTAL Pre
SE 1.f. t. .

iand TOTAL Pre
SE 4.f. t.

re Igh TOTAL Post
SE d.f. t. p.X S.D. X S.D. X S.D. X S.D.

p.
X S.D. X S.D.

Architecture 5.56 5.,25 3.74 5.8f 1.00 17 1,7( .1 46,54 6.43 43,7 : 1,E4 1- 1, 45,513 6,43 45,56 5,25 1,45 17 t06 t5

Dance 5.77 5.07 5.56 5.3] .79 38 .26 ,79 8.65 6.09 6.83
t,-,

5.76 .20 22 1.5 .1 46.tc 6.09 45.96 4.88 1.25 22 2.15

44

04

Filmmaking 48.33 5.85 8.1' 4.9E 1.]3 8 .20 ,85 49.13 4.55 48.7 4.8j .98 7 38 71 48.79 4.38 40.22 5-.97 :.17 8 ,48 .65

' Music
46.79 7.04 6.8i 6.6c .10 130 .16 .87 46.46 7.05 6.71 6.6o .76 104 .34 .74 46.42 7.02 46.51 6.93 .73 105 ,12 91

,

Photography 46.14 5.08 6.2, 4.3s 1.226 .l2 .91 44..J0 6.08
0

8.00 6.56 65 2 1.,51 .27 47.0( 7,11

_

47,40 5.77 1,44 ,28 /79

Poetry 46.57 6.07 6.22 5.4 .34 119 .91 .36
r
46.18 5.94 45.9 5.2 .5 L0 7 46,o: 5,92

1

45.90 6,07 ,49 113 ,25 ,8o

Theatre 46.19 5.90 6.o 6.1S .42 111 .32 .75 46,74 6.15 6,11 6,50 ,62 95 1,02 .31 46,77 6.00 b6,43 5,97 .57

1.

E7 ,59 ,56

ric4.1.0t-writtne1.67 5.75, pOo 5.44 1.41 5 1.19 .2

iStatietically significant at or below the .05 level.
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Question 3: Is there a relationship between appropriateness of

the AIS Program Areas and the student's age?

Findings: A review of the data for the individual AIS areas

indicates that for most areas the AIS presentations appear to be Appro-

priate for the s*Udent's age. Appendix C contains the results by area.

Question 4: Is there a change in the students' attitudes toward

self, school and the AIS Program Areas after the AIS presentations?

Findings: Table 7A, B and C show the results from the student

attitude scales.

For the scale concept "Myself" (Table 7A), there were three statis-

cially significant, at or below the .05 level, mean attitude shifts noted:

music = posttest - pretest; poetry = posttest - pretest; and poetry =

delayed posttest - pretest. However, the results indicate that there

were numerous positive shiftsin attitudes as measured by an increase in

the mean value from pretest to posttest, pretest to delayed posttest, and

posttest to delayed posttest.

For the scale concept."School and Me" (Table 7B), there were four

statistically significant attitude shifts noted. These were dance =

posttest - pretest; filmmaking - posttest - pretest, poetry = posttest -

pretest, and poetry - delayed posttest - pretest. Again there were

numerous positive shifts in attitudes as measured by an increase in the

mean value from first time tested to later times tested.

Relative to the scale concept"'AIS Area'and Me" (Table 7C), there

was one statistically significant mean shift noted -- dance = delayed

posttest - posttest. As with the first two scale concepts, there were

numerous positive shifts in mean values.

A review of the student interview data contained in Table 8 shows

that, when the students were csked to describe what they had just seen

or done, the most frequently used words were learned, fun, like, and good.
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Over 71% of the students knew that the program was going to be in

their school the day the presentation-took place. When asked how the

presentation made them feel about themselves, 86% indicated positive

words, 8% said no different, and 6% indicated negative words. About

84% indicated positive words when asked how the AIS presentation made

them feel about school. Only 9% indicated they felt no different, and

only 7% said negative words. Relative to how the student felt about

the presentation and the AIS area, 92% indicated positive words, 3%

indicated no different, and 5% indicated negative words.

Question 5: What are -he principals, curriculum specialists,

teachers and artists opinions about the progress of the AIS program?

Findings: Table 9 reflects comparisons of the opinions of the

different respondent groups on several aspects of the AIS program.

Since the percentages are based on only those who responded, it.is im-

portant to note the numbers that did not respond as well as those that

did respond.

It appears that most of thot artists who responded believed that

they were very well oriented to or trained for the AIS program. However,

this is not the case for the other respondent groups. A majority of the

curriculum specialists indicated that they were not at all or almost not

at all oriented or trained for-the AIS program. The principals and the

teachers indicated that they had had very little to not any orientation

or training for the AIS program.

An overwhelming majority of the respondents appeared to agree that

they feel very good about themselves as a result of the AIS program, and

they indicated an overall rat._ng of ve:y high for AIS programs in which

tthey are involved.

A clear majority of those who responded indicated that the_AIS prograr

has had a positive affect on their attitude toward school, that they are

31
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TABLE.8

STUMM WIERVIEW DATA

Program Areas Nutter of Schcols: 92

Nutter of Students: 457

1.) MIL 14E P.BaJT MAT YOU

learned 19
fun 19
nice 8

like 15

good 15

funny 8

all right 2

enjoy 7

happy 2

ac 2

terrible 1

stupid 1

JUST SAW/DID: Mammon 4ords listed)

durb 1

crazy 3

ridiculous 1
weird 1

wild 1

wcaderful 1

interesting..3
boring 1

different 1

22

N

2. DID YOU KNOW TOM (this program) WAS GOING TO BE IN YOUR SCHOOL TODAY? Yes
No

325 71
132 29

HOW DID WENT YOU JIM SAW/DID NDUCE YOU FIOIL ABOJT YOURSELF? POSITIVE -

NO DIFFERENT
NEGATIVE

4. Hai DID WHAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL ABOUT SCHOOL?

212 84
21
15 6

POSITIVE
NO aart..IENT
IsEGUIVE

185 84:

19 9
15

5. HOW DID WHAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL ABCUT (AIS Area)

32

PcSrrIvE 220

NO DIFFERENT 7

NEGATIVE 13

92-
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TABLE 91'

ARTISTS -IN -THE- SCHOOLS EVALUATION

A Comparison and Analysts of Opinions oh the Progress of the Program

AIR Program Area Across Areas

.

N/R Position h Tat 1

N % N Z II N
i

% N , % X 8 D

1.)

Ik

How well were you orielted to or
trained for AIS?

(Very Well - Not at all)

13 Principal 16 17 11 12 25 26 12 13 31 33 2.67 1.40

0

10 curr. Spec 14 13 14 13 20 19 18 17 39 2.49 1.47
_...5 Teacher

t

1 Artist .1

2.) How do you feel about AIS?

(Very good - Very bad)

10 Principal 90 *2 5 _5 1 MI . ,

11 Curr. Spec. 92 88 9 9 3 3 4.86 0.47

5 Teacher in_ ;

8
t
Artist 76 94 - - - 0 24

...

3.)

,............................--___-_,---.--
M.)

.....---,..

How do you feel about yourself as
a result of AIS?

(Very Oood - Very Bad)

how has AIS affected your attitude
toward schools?

(Positive - Negative)

omMlowl. 01.111111MM

21 Principal 60 69 15 17 11 13 4.54 0.75

0.69

0.69

0.33

19 Curr, Spec. 68 71 17 18 11 11 - - 4.59

14.619 Teacher 82 72 20 18 12 11 - - --

9

27

mist 74 92 5 6 1 1 - - 4.91

Principal 39 48 16 20 22 27 2 2 2 2 4.09 1.04

0.8217 Curr. Spec. 57 58 25. 26 15 15 - 1 1 4.40

12 Teacher 56 59 25

23

2

29

2

13

24

17

1

3

1

4

2

-

2

-

4.1

4.26

0 1

0.87

T.oi

11 Artist 59 50

5 .) To what extent are you involved 11 Principal 23 24
1 31 32

A

29 30 13 13 3.64

in AIS?

(Very Much - Not at all)

13 Curr, Spec 42
1

41 27 26 24 24 6
t

6 3 3 3.97 1.08

10 Teacher 37 33 118 16 25 22 19 17 14 12 3.40 1.41

11 Artist 61 78 10 13 7 9 . - 4.69 0.63

6.) How satisfactory has been the

AIs funding?

043

48

le

Curr. Spec.

20

27

1;

31

40

3

18 28 17 26 8 12 2 3 7,.71 1.1

1

9

1'

17
1

13 ,25
25. 8 12 __2

2
Ilin
3,57

1L18
1.21(Very Satisfactory - Unsatisfactory._ 70 Teacher 11 21

lq 17 A,...,.. 27 38 15 21 il 21 28 3 4 6 8 31 lip 1,21
LT



-----0-____
NH Position

7.) How readily available have materials 27 Principa

for AIS been? 21 Curr. Sp

(Headily Avail. Not
31 Teacher

- at all)
35 Artist

14 Principa
8.) What is your overall rating of

this AIS program area?
11 Curr. Sp

Teacher

(Very High - very Low)
1 Artist

9.) Has AIS affected the students

general school achievement?

(A great deal - Not at all)

30 Principa

28 Curr. Sp

25 Teacher

53 Artist

10.) Has AIS affected the students arts
achievement?

30 Principa

24 Curr. Sp

(A great deal - Not at all)
24 Teacher

46 Artist

11.) Has AJS affected the general
community?

(A great deal - Not at all)

27 Principa

31 Curr. Sp

37 Teacher

50 Artist

12.) Has AIS affected the school
community?

(A great deal - Not at all)

21 Principa

20 Curr. Sp

22 Teacher

51 Artist

13.) Has AiS affected the basic
educational program?

( A great deal - Not at all)

23 Principa

19 Curr. Sp

24 Teacher

50 rtist

14.) Has AIS affected the arts program?

(A great deal - Not at all)

3 5

18 Principa

15 Curr. Sp

23 eacher

46. rtist

6.1 Ak



N N , % N % N MLIEMI S.D.

34 42 26 32 18 1 1 2 - 2 .10 0.91
m 8 51 18 19 20 um .09 1.13

1111111,11g111121 20 I111110 11 9 lo 3.64 1.34

30 56 5 9 9 7 3 6 T 13 3.89 1.46

72 77 111111119 3 1 1 - - +' 0.5:

is 91 88 12 12 - 1 1 - - 4.86 0.43

99 84 a 8 7 XII 2 - - 4.75 o.64

65 79 5 18 2 4.77 0.48

1 21 35 20 3 3.73 0.9;

c 18

24

21

24

3

32

38

33

22

26

' 6

o lo

8

6

9

6

3.54

3/59

1.17

1.15

22, 61 Ell 22 6 7 - - - 4.44 o,74

27 35 6 46 12 3 4 - - 4.12 0.81

m 30 33 Ell 38 23 no 1 1 3.99 0.91

29 29 11111142 23 um 3 3 2 2 3.94 0.91

32 74 11111121 2 111-- - - 4.70 0.56

15 19 19 =Min= 10 10

sc 21 25 7 20 26 1 6 7 3.39 1.2

9 10 1 24 28 3 6 19 12 14 2.99 1.19

10 26 ; 21 11 8 El 10 6 15 3.31 1.38

20 23 11111111111 30 ammo 9 7 8 3.46 1.18
tc 23 24 c0 32 23 mini 12 8 8 3.52 1.22

24 24 8 8 3o co 5 5 14 14 3.43 1.29

I

13Mal34 8 7 4 MI 3 8 - - 4.08 0.88

9 34 24 8 1 13 7 8 3.38 1.15

c 18 19 6 34 5 2 13 6 6 -.4o 1.12

18 18 MIIIIIIIIII h MI 4 lo 10 3.56

ligll10.8

1.16

11 28 6 lo 6 5 - -

1 33 37 5 39 16 8 011111111111111111111M s "
IC 36 36 11111111111 22 2 5 2 2 3.98 0.99

34 34 111 5 18 8 El= 9 3.81 1.21

6 60 11111151112 5 1 2 4,33 1.02

'N)__. _
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NR .1

N

r

Tnt Al

K S.D.
Positior

% ." % N

15.) To what extent are attempts being 21 Principal 21 24 37. 39 24 ,28 8 9 .- 5.78
i

0.93
mode to provide the students .

with similar experiences as
those provided by the AI3 programs?
(A great deal - Not at all

Curr. Spec
26

34

28

34

31

31

34

31

24

25

26

25

8

8

9

8

3

1

3

1

3.75

3.90

1.07

1.0124 Teacher

68 Artist 2 10 8 7

22

33

a)-6.----*

2 10 2

-
l0 3.29

3.88

1.10

0.15716.) To what extent do products
/ result from AIS?

(A great deal - Not at tit,)

24 Principal 22 26 35 12

29 Curr. Spec, 30 31 34 35 24 25 6 6 2 2 3.88

3.80

1.00

1.12''6 Teacher 34 35 25 ' 26 26 27 9 9 3 3

44 Artist 23. 51 15 33 6 13 1 2 - 4.33 0.80

17.) To what extent are the products
used/circulated/observed?

(A great deal - Not at all)

27 Principal 18 22 29 36 30 37 4 5 - 3.75 0.86
21 Curr. Spec 31 33 28 30 27 29 7 7 1 1 3.86 1.00
34 Teacher 30 34 28 31 20 22 8 9 3 3 3.83 1.10

49 Artist 14 35 13" 32 10 25 2 5 1 2 3.93 1.02

1

38
37
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quite involved in the program and that the AIS funding is satisfactory

to very satisfactory. Please note that 40% of the principals, 42% of the

curriculum specialists, 57% of the teachers and 19% of the artists did

not respond to items about funding.

A fair majority of the respondents indicated that the materials for

the AIS program have been available to readily available; that the AIS

program has affected the students' general achievement, the students'

arts achievement, and the arts program; and that products do result from

the AIS program and are used, circulated or observed.

There was no clear indication that the respondents thought the AIS

program affected the general community, the school cor-unity, nor the

basic educatiJnal program. However, it is well known that United Sta est\

presidential elections have been decided based on a lower percent of

eligible woters resnonding than is evidenced here and the results of

those who did respond by voting.

There was agreement among the respondents, except the artists, that

attempts were being made to provide students with similar experiences

as those provided by the AIS program. Of the 89 artists surveyed here,

68 or 76% did not respond to this item.

Additional Findings

Tiaining and in AIS When asked to indicate the approxi-

mate number of years the schools in which they had worked had offered

the AIS program, the results were as follows. The principals indicated a

mean of 4.83 years, the curriculum specialists 4.28 years, the teachers

3.27 years, and the artists 2.63 years. See Table 10.

Theatre was indicated by the highest percent of principals,

curriculum specialists, and teachers when asked to indicate other AIS
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is

program areas with which they had been inolved. Close behind were poetry

and music. It should be noted that poetry, theatre and music,respectively,

were the first programs offered to schools.

About 6% of the principals, 3% of the curriculum specialists, 7% of

the teachers and 16% of the artists who responded indicated that their

undergraduate preparation program included orientation to an AIS program.

About 7% of the principals, 12% of the curriculum specialists, 27%,of

the teachers and 42% of the artists who responded indicated that within

the last five years they had elected to pursue further education in the

arts.

hen asked to indicate to what extent they thought an inservi7-

training program in the integration of the AIS program into the curriculum

would benefit them and the students, 48% of the prin. .3, 54% of the

curriculum specialists, 62% of the teachers, and 34% of the artists who

responded indicated to a greet extent or toward P greet extent.

Results of the Parents Interiews Table 11 shows one results from

the interviews with parents of some of the students surveyed.

It iv recognized that the number of parents interviewed is small

due to circumstances beyond the control of tte Project Dirr tor; that is,

parents' right to privacy and, thus, the schools reluctance to give

out telephone 'Ambers, parerts unwillingness to grant interviews, etc.

Therefore, an added word of caution is offered here--the results may

be biased to a greater degree than are those from the in-school surveys.

Nevertheless, here is what was found.

Most of the parents interviewed did not know what the AIS program

was. of those that did not know what the AIS program was, a majority

indicated that they would attend an orientation program on it.

Mr.st of the parents indicated that their children had not told

40



TABLE
10

ARTISTS-IN-THE-SCHOOLS EVALUATION

Responses to Questirns Concerning Training and Background
is AIS

AIS Proven Across Areas

'6"sair,yealgiCrarsPorsii:ciionalschools in which you have worked offered
IIILAIS program area?

Teacher

With what other AIS Program areas have
you been involved?

Artist
'wlmis

ARCEITEC'EURE

DANCF.;

FICTION - WRITING

FILMMAKING

MUSIC

PHOTOGRAPHY

POETRY

=ME

ears

4 8
3.27

28

S.D. ffRes n I 2/R
2 12 2 1

4

2.63 1.56

117 6

73 16

er
Position

Principal 11 10

Curr. Spec. 10 9
4Teacher

Artist

rnci 28 2

22Carr. s
11Teacher

st

Principal

Curr. Spec.

Teacher

Artist

Principal

Curr. Spec.

Teacher

Artist

Principel

Curr. Spec.

Teacher 23 19
NMI'

.rtist -

Principal

Curr. Spec. 4 3

1

1

2

2

WO

lL 3

30 28

Teschez

Artist -

Principal

Curr. Spec. 40

Teacher

Artist

Principal

Cur?. Spec. 71

TeaLlier
47

41 40

30

2

6T

Artist 1 1

35

24

2

62

63

38

1



Position YES NO 29

N %

Alcur undergraduate
it i on program

include orientation to
an AIS program?

!kV* you, within
the last flys years
elected to pursue
further education in
the arts?

Principal 7 6 60 s6

Curr, Spec, 4 3 71
"1-

Teacher 5 7 ,, 81 66
i

Artist 14 16 36 40

Principal, 8
,._

7 50 56

Curr. Spec. 14 12 62 54

Teacher 33 27 60 49

Artist 37 42 13 15

To. st extent do you
thi.Ac that an inservice
training program in the
integration of the AIS
Program into the curri-
culum would benefit
you and the students?

To a great extent Not at all NR

N
5

%

4N%N%N%N%3

-r

2 1

Principal 26 24 24 13 12 3 3 1 1 39 36

Curr. Spec.

_

43 37 19 17 8 3 3 4 3 37 32

Teacher 41 33 34 28 9 7 4 3 6 5 29 24

Artist 19 21
.

12 13' 9 10 3 3 6 7 40 45
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them about the AIS program presentation, except for those interviewed

with children in photography, poetry and theatre (mothers only).

Photography and poetry are long-term programs. Theatre usually is a one-

time presentation, but has been offered over long periods of time also.,

A majority of the parents did not think thatas a result of the

AIS program their children had shown more interest in school, attended

similar presentatiens offered by community or professional groups, or

engaged in related activities.

An almost equal number of parents indicated that the AIS program

should be integrated into regular curriculum (30) and the ,IS program

should be a separate, svi.471enental part of the regular curriculum (31).

When asked who should ,.:ake the major responsibility for the inte-

gration of the AIS program, the artists wers indicated most often by the

pn.ints, the teachers eele next, and then the curriculum specialists and

the principals.

Results of the ,-chool Board Member Interviews Of the six school

board members, two indicated that the AIS program should be integrated

into the rerrular curriculum, three indicated that the AIS program should

become a separate but supplemental part to the regular curriculum and one

indicated that "It should be an added dimension that is not pretested,

posttestea, etc.".

The two members who indicated that they thought the AIS program

should be integrated into the regular curriculum also indicated that the

curriculum specialists whould take the major responsibility for doing so.

The following are responses made by the school board members when

asked the questions indicated and asked to comment on the AIS program:

1. What is your opinion of the AIS program?

a. I think it's excellent. Some problems with some of the

43
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arts. The first areas to lose standards were arts.
Benefits outweigh problems.

b. I think it's good, a worthwhile program. My first
exposure was in college.

c. I think it's excellent. Funding is lacking; we need
more instruction in this area. Youngsters need proper
balance--appreciation for the arts in all forms. Being
exposed at elementary levels prepares for a lifetime
foundation. History of the arts important to appre-
ciation.

d. I think it's great. It's that one added dimension
that all young people should have.

e. I'm in favor of the prc-:ram. "Back to Basics" should
include arts. Impor' ;ant to start at early age.,Basic
Education should include arts education.

f. I'm in Savor of it. I'm a strong supporter of the arts.

2. What directions do you 2eel it should be taking?

a. Expand strings program to all of county. AIS should
be inall the elementary schools. Financially impractical
to do more than we're doing now.

b. If there
Arts Council

is a way to expand it, that would be good.
working with the staff, it should go forward.

c. Have more
youngsters to
vocationally.

of it. Expanding the program should inspire
consider the arts as career and find pleasure
Xlrect creativity of children.

'd. That the programs get to all children; continuation of
programs so that upper grade experiences build on earlier
experiences. Extension into high school level; elective
as to Program Area in H.S. I really think it's important
for H.S. age, too.

e. I like it as it is. Emphasis should not be diminished.
Should not become rote or too structured. Need to keep
high quality of artists, but not limited to traditional- -
should include new art forms as well as very old. Should
be different from what is included in regular curriculum.
This assumes that the regular curriculum already includes
the arts.

f. Keep what they have, and expand it if possible with budget
limit' ions.

Please add any comments and/or recommendations you may have about
the AIF Program.

a. Purpose of arts in school is to portray desirable char-
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acteristics that children should know about and be
interested in. AIS should present ar ideal, rather
than a realistic reflection of life.

b. This program can give them culture they are not
exposed to at home or elsewhere. I don't want to see
the program stopped. I wish we had the money to expand
the programs--to optimum of once a week per child.

c. Theatre presents learning situations, morals,
positive attitudes,that.have enriching impact on children.
Would like to see overall to be vervinclusive
in curriculum, uo that all chil en will really be exposed.

d. Directors of elementary and secondary levels work. in
a school system as large as ours. As far as preparation
and followup, everybody should be doing this. It would
be gteat'if the artists' experiences could be planned
into the overall curriculum county-wide, but this is
idealistic,-probably not realistic--resources not avail-
able without cutting into other important programs.
I like the cooperative effort between governmental
agencies.

e. Basic Education should include arts education. Should
be open and free, unstructured. The curriculum should not
determine what the offerings should be. There should
definitely be arts in the curriculum, AIS should be separate
and different.

f. The arts need to be special. If it were integrated into
regular curriculum might become humdrum. Shouldn't have to
compete with English and Mathematics. School system has
committment to return to basics.

A copy of the survey sheet designed to interview the school board
members is attached as Appendix D.

Conclusions Discussion and Recommendations

Imp lamentation Evaluation

Based on the opinions of the principals, curriculum qpecialists,

teachers and artists, if the AIS Program Areas are to be integrated into

the entire curriculum, work needs to be done relative to integrating

these into mathematics, the natural sciences and the social sciences.

Further evaluation of the extent to which, or indeed if at all, this is

being done would probably benefit the decision ,aakerc.
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The roles of the curriculum specialists were clear. However, the

roles of the principals, artists and students in integrating the AIS

Program Areas into the regular curriculum were not clear. Perhaps

further evalvition is needed and/or role-definitions are needed.

¶here appeared to be no major problems with the delivery of the AIS

Program Areas presentations. Across respondent categories there was

agreement that the program areas were deliered efficiently.

Based on the findings here, the principals and curriculum specialists

might be encouraged to participate more in the program. However, there

appeared to be evidence of great support for the AIS Program. Perhaps

due to experiencing similar programs as students or observing the

students' enthusiasm, and work, the principals and curriculum specialists

can lend support without participating.

Progress Evaluation

Although the goals and program objectives have been explicated for

the AIS Program Areas and, to a great extent they are being met, there is

a need for development of program and instructional objectives that are

clearly student based. It is recognized that there is, currently, a

move toward a naturalistic inquiry approach to evaluation wherein observers

are trained to enter schools and classrooms and record everything they

see, thus, seemingly eliminating the need for precise objectives. (Sea

Buba, 1978).

However, a combination of these approaches might best serve the

students and other significant people in the school system. Basically,

this would involve delineating measurable cognitive, affective and

performance objectives for the students and implementation objectives

that would be assessed in as objective a manner as possible and having

trained classroom and school observers sytematically record what they



35

'observe in the classrooms and the schools. These could be principals,-

curriculum specialists, teachers,artists, students, or trained observers

from outside the school.

An eclectic approach to progress evaluation, although uore time

consuming, snould produce the most valid ;information upon which decision

makers can make their decisions about the school's programs.

Across categories of respondents and AIS Program Areas, the message

was very clear. Everyone, or almost everyone connected with the AIS

Program thought it to be a worthwhile program and rates it very high

overall. The AIS Program, apparently, assists them in feeling very

good about themselves and positive toward schools. They are very much

involved ii, the program and most perceive the funding to be satisfactory.

Also, they thought that the AIS Program had affected the students'

general achievement, the students' arts achievement, and the arts program.

Products did result from the AIS Program and were being used, circulated,

or'observed. School personnel felt that attempts were being made to

provide students with similar experiences as those provided by the AIS

Program.

Personnel interviews, except the artists, indicated that they did

not believe'they were well oriented to or trained for the AIS Program.

They, also, indicated that they thought a training program in the in-

tegrationof the AIS Program into the curriculum would benefit them and

thp students. To remedy both the perceived lack of orientation and

training problems. an.inservice training program has been developed and

will be offered to curriculum specialists during the second year of this

project, school year 1981 1982. After' attending the AIS Program the

curriculum specialists may then offer similar programs to their school

personnel.

Parents, also, indicated a need for an orientation to the AIS
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Prograr ey indicated that tAey would attend such an orientation.

Therefore, it is recommended that an AIS orientation presentation be

designed for parents for that part of the AIS training program for

school personnel be extended to include-parents and to school board

members who may wish to attend.

Although this evaluation was limited by time and money, the results

have provided substantial informationrelative,to the AIS Program and

the extent to which it is being integrated into the curriculum, the roles

of significant people involved, shifts in attitudes of students, and

opinions of principals, curriculum specialists, teachers, artists,

students, parents and school board members.

Further evaluations might focus on the extent to which student

objectives within the cognitive, affective, and psychomotor domains

are being met. However, the student objectives would have to be written

first. That represents a great deal of time and money but highly re-

garded by this evaluation consultant as necessary for measuring the

effectiveness of a program.

4J
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OPERATING AS
PLANNED ?
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li L

EVALUATION MODEL ,
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. IS THERE A GAP BETWEEN
WHAT EXISTS AND WHAT
IS DESIRED ?

WHERE ARE YOU GOING ?
HOW WILL YOU GET THERE ?
HOW "'ILL YOU KNON WHEN
YOU NAVE ARRIVED ?

srovatkly

IS THE PROGRAM

MAKING PROGRESS
TOWARD ITS
OBJECTIVES ?

HMV EFFECTIVE WAS THE PROGRAM
IN MEETING ITS OBJECTIVES ?
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EVALUATION MODEL
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The Center for the Study of Evaluation (CSE) at the University of
California, Los Angeles has developed a model for educational evaluation
which includes the following stages: Needs Assessment, Program Planning,
Implementation Evaluation, progress Evaluation, and Outcome Evaluation.
The Center defines educational evaluation as Oe,process of determining
the kinds of decisions that have to be made; selecting, collecting, and
analysing the information needed in making these decision; and then re-
porting this information to the appropriate decision-eakers.

The CSI model presents the five stages of evaluation in a logical
r-quence corresponding to the usual operation o: an educational program.
_waves, some of the stages may be overlapping in time. It is possible
that decisions made at one point in a program may requirezrepeating one
or more of the seceding stages. The model, then, consists of recycling
and feedback loops whereby the results of one stage of evaluation can serve
as an impetus for another stags.

A brief description of each stage in the CSS Evaluation Model is give.
below. Included for each stage are the relevant dieision area, the role

educational objectives, and the key questions to ask:

Needs Assessment involves stating potential educational goals or
,. objectives, deciding which of these are of higf.-Ist priority, and de-
termining how well the existing educational program is meeting these ob-
jectives. The decision area relevant to Needs Assessment is problem
selection. The major source of information provided by the evaluator in
this stage is related to student achievement of objectives. The levels
of ed.ational objectivds of concern in Needs Assessment usually are
goal and general objectives.

Key Questions: Is there a gap between what exists and what is
desired? Whet needs can you cite that justify the existence of
this educational program?

emmelimal involves making decisions about the kinds of
procrams or comL rations of programs that should be adopted to meet
the problems identified in the Needs Assessment. Program selection
is :he decision area of concern. In the.Progrsm Planning stage, the eval-
uator provides information about possible means of achieving the specified
prciram and instructional objectives.

Kay Questions: What objectives will the program accomplish to

54



meet the identified needs? Which program is most likely to
meet its objectives? What kinds of information should be
gathered in order to know if the program is meeting its ob-
jectives?

Implement,tion Evaluation focuses on whether the procedures specified
in the program plan are carried out in the intended manner. Program
operationalization is the relevant decision area, Objectives are not of
critical importance in this stage.

Key questioa: Is the program operating as planned?

Progress Evaluation focuses on deterr4ning the extent to which the
program is =kills gains toward achieving i.s program and instructional
objectives. Objectives, therefore, are of major importance in this eval-
uation stmt. Progress Evaluation is done continuously throughout the
program's operation with the intent of improving the program.

Kay question: Is the program making progress towards its stated
objectives?

Outcome Evaluation leads to final pigments regarding- the general
wo7.th of a total program in relation to its stated objectives. The

ctitical decision area to program certification.

Kay questions: Row effective has the program been in meeting

its objectives? What effect may the program be expected to
have in the future?

41
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School Nam

NEST COPY AVAILABLE
pAIA coLucT:or T7STPUM277 02

Process Evaluation-Implementation

Date Observer

AIS Prop= Area Presentation
AIR Sub-Az eaM! .-IWMMMIMII.MWOOOONBMIll.

Position of person responding:
PRINCIPAL
CURRICULUM SPECIALIST
TEACHER (pl,ase indicate type of class
ARTIST (please indicate artist area

43

Approximately hoe many years has the person responding beeninvolved in this AIR program ?,
.1111MMINIMIIIMINIII.MMOINNIIIII01.4 11, 4.1.xNam
WESTION 1: To what extent is this AIS Program Area being integrated into the

regular curriculum?

?lapse indicate on the scale provided the extent and any comments the interviewed
may have under each area.

Curriculum Areas To a Great Extent
3 2

Not at all
ART

Comments

5

MUSIC

Comments

5 3 2 1

1IM ,1=111=11111111

LANGUAGE ARTS

Comments

5 4 3 2

AIMMATICS

zents

5 4 2

NATURAL S.="71,

Co=ents

5 3

elSOCTAL

:o=ents

57



OTRER AREAS
(nesse specify. Also indicate IS Program t there is a regular program in the
school.e.g. filmmaking)

Comments

5 3 2

44

1.111111111M1i

Co=ents

5 4 3 2 1

?lease indicate any additional comments and/or observations you may have concerning
the extent to which the AIS Program is being integrated into the regular curriculum.

11)
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1. "". '.."."1 7.7 PCLZ.Z. .7- Tom=, POT; r." .rtutrr

7:77E07AT:7G TE:S A:S ?ROSPA:: -7:C THE FEGULAR tykrn

MMIMIII IlvalNI

Fositicn of person respondinc:

Curriculum Specialist
Teacher ;please 'indicate type of class
Artist ;please indicate artist area

Fleas» indicate by checking applicable roes for each personnel category shown. A!i roles as
needs! and :heck their appropriate personnel categories.

45

.......s
BCLIS, . Prin. Curr.

c.rc. Tohrs. Students Artists Others

.. Provides technical assistance. .

2. Work with others to integrate program
into regular curriculum.
Specify category

3. Evaluates the extent to which the A:3
program area has been integrated into
the regular program.

-. Plans ways to -...ergs ate the AIS program
area into the regu.lar curriculum.

5. Attempts to intergrate A:2 program areas
into regular curriculum areas.

6. :7..aer

:p:ease specify roles an! indicate
related personnel categories

T. Other

,..
-. --ter

:ther

,41,

:tsse indica:0 any comments ani:or obser-sticns :-.:":. nay :n f.n

7rIgrar. area intc the regular curr...1---. ,.n :sok soeet.



WES:I= 3: :c what extent .s this AIS Program Area being delivered erriciently?

:hi= is (please :heck one) an itterview an observationV4IIIIIMIO IIIIPON......
Position of person responding:

PRINC:?A.1

CURR/CULUM SPECIALIST
TEAT= (please. indicate type of class

-----.KTIST (please indicate artist area

OBSERVER

?lease indicate on the scale provided the extent and any comments you may have.

46

OPERATIONS ,ery Efficient Not at all efficient

1.) Artists moving in and out of school:

Comments

5 4 3 ' 2 1

2.) School's choice of performance place: 5 4r 3 2 1
(:f not efficient, plea,. indicate reasons, e.g. acoustics, etc.) Comments

3) School's readiness of performance area:, 5 4

(If not efficient, please indicate reasons, er.g.unclela, etc.) Comments
3 2 1

11.) Student discipline by the school personnel: 5

(i.e. teachers, aid, counselor, etc.) Comments
4 3 2

5.) Others (pleas: specify) 5
Comments

4 3 2

'

6.) Others 5

Comments
4 3 2 1

T.) Others 5

Covent 3
3 2

AMIN.11MIL .=11

other Comments:

GO



ZatTIT: 'A'EAT ARE Y:U7 RCIES '7D '.-rikT AP? TF? RC"S

???S:771- 7.7 7P.7 P-S....1 ..104MO MNON

.1m11111111.

Position of person responding:

Curri:u.lum Specialist

Teacher 1pleaae indicate tyte of :lass
Artist ,please indicate artist area

47

411.4Mi000110.1..11010
:ease indicate by checking applicable roles for each personnel category show:. ;:d e. roles as

needed and :heck their apQropriate personnel :ate °ries.

RC*" Pri^.
-.......

t Teachers Students Artists Cthers

I. ?r:..-Ides technical assistance.

2. Participates in program.

3. :bserves the arti.st at woes..

:bserves the students voting with
the artists.

5. Ztaerves the rtudents' work that
results from this PJS Program Area.

6. Other,

.

,-

%:7.ease s- :ify role and indicate re-
lated per-,nnel cateiori)

-----.

:ther .

.-------.. -

3. Other

4110.1.111.0,

9. ::.....er
..,

6' i

410 -
1&111M

+Wm

:ease inil:ate any 2:=2:11:3 at! or obsen-ati:ns =ay :lave :n rcles

A.S,Prcirtm Area

ie1:7=rin;:



I

School :Tame :ate
;L:S Program Azea Sub-Area

48

ON.
EZ :211.77.ER: ?lease use this form to repv-t your major findings in each of the following area=

?lease note that it :s this for= that shol.;ld include any and all of your ma,!or
----------------- ===ents and observations. -.41- .11= AIM

SR:=1Y. :ESCE:3.1" PRLS1-717A:::N SETTiNG.

First Co=er.

B. Second Comment:

Comment:

Fourth Conv=ent :

MA:CP COMMENTS FROM:

Principal:

:urriculum Specialist:
4111-olmtent #1

:o=ent d2

:o=ent # 3

C. :eacher;s):.
:ient

Conv=ent d2

11-
Com=ent #3

Artist(s)
:omment #1

Comment #2

:o=ment 41

Studerts

:or-eht d'

3

speoify

F.
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_ =sent 13

Otters .1.:.ease srecif,7

=sent =:

- al
.11111.-

035E27AT:05S 2CNCI"?77.NG:

A. Pwi-cit0':
Observation 4:

3bservation #2

7....servation #3

zbec-a_i=.
Observation #:

Observation

Observat4on =3

Observation =O.

bservation #2

Obsera:ioll

2. Artist,s'
Observation

Observation #2

:bseration #3

E. Students
Olnervatio- #:

-.serration #2

-oservation #3

..;tners ,

,

;:.ease speoif:-

:bservat'sr. d:

Observation 0'7

..."aserva:: or. d7..

S;. Ot'sers ::ease 1,tecify

serval a:

.:sservat::n ..1
63



Obsen-ation #3 mu+.81.. 50

CBSE77ANS ,07-- ,
14 ...a.... 1"rf"7

o T.,
ffag.,

Illko=ent #1

'0 777 A:S PROGR.*: TS 77:7aRATT''

C:mmet* #3

Y0UP OBSER7ZIONS AN: :cyntr:s CONC7=7"7G :HZ =NT 70 WHIC: TEZ .IS ?ROGRAM IS BEING
:E1:77ERID EFFICZENTLY:

Comment #1

:meant #2

C:mment #3

"Cji 0°:=1 :1 7. CV! .ALL EFFECT:VEUZSS CF :H:S PROGRAM:

'-ion #2

0;inion #3
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P lease .,..___ate on the 3086:2 pro..-ided the extent and any oomments you nay have.

Observer

_
rrogram Area

51

OPZ7A::::=

1.) Artist moving in and out of school:

Co=ents

Very Efficient

5
z

N L. at 11:
.
Effi:ient

1

2.) School's choice of performance place: 5 4 3

.:' not ef'io4ent, please indicate resorts, e.g. acoustic, etc.,
Lomments

2 1

3.; School's readiness of performance area: 5

;:f not efficient, please indicate reasons, e.g. unclean, etc.)
Comments

2 1

' Student discipline by the school personnel:5 3

'i.e. teachers ,aid, counselor, etc.
Oomments

2

Others please specify 5 3 2 1

.ommenta

6.) others ;please specify) 5 -4 3 2

:dents

111111.11.118.
Othe- "3=e^.:3:
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INSTRUMENT #1: ATTITUDE SCALE

:ate Please check one: ?re Post Delayed Post

Have you seen this presentation before? (Please check one) Yes No

52

Rave you seen any ALE-presentation before? Yes (Please specify)

AINIMMII

No

SCHOOL

GRADE

TEACHER

ASS AREA

AGE

AI! SUBAREA

0111011.00 FSMO
Today I would like you to think about yourself, your school, and your schoolwork and
how you feel about yourself, your school, and your schoolwork. The things you tell me
will not be used in any way to give you a grade. Also, there are no right or wrong
answers to the things I an going tb ask you.

On the next three pages you will find a list of words which mean the opposite of each
other. An example of these words is

Luny
SAD

At the top of each page you will read a word or some words, for example, Myself. If
you feel that you are always happy with yourself, place In X in box 1. If you feel you
are not always happy with Yourself but are happy most of the time, place an X in box 2:N
If you feel you are sometimes happy and sometimes sad with'yourself, place an X in box 3,
If you feel you are not always sad but sad most of the tine with yourself, place an X in
box 4. :f you feel you are always sad with yourself, plat's an X in box 5. However, if
you feel you cannot answer anything, place an X in box 3. For each of the words on
the next pages, try to think about how you really feel about the school word at the top
of the page and mark your answer so it is as close to how you feel as possible. Mark
only one answer for each pair of words. :lake sure your answer is in the box, not outside
the box.

:f you do not understand these directions or the words, please raise your hand snd we wil:
figure them out together.

:cr.'s forget that : will need you to come back to me again right after you see the
performaace.
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Khoo: Name

?resentazion

Date
AIS Area

Grade(s)

Sub-area
Observer.1111NMOD

56

........
?retend that your mother (father) and you are telling me about the

bserver: fi" in ;roper AIS Area -jou just saw or did. (Observer: give as
information as possible. However, if the students seem reluctant 4:o respond, try to
illicit some response.

Cr=

1111_111MIMINO. 3=

Oil -su know that (fill in ;roper AIS Area) as going to be in
your school today? (Observer: please indicate how many said yes and how many said no.)

II.; Hoy did what you just saw/did make you feel about yourself:'

111

How did what you just saw/lid make you 'eel about school?

111=1111..."

How -.met you ,;:1.3.t. 3av/iii maice you fee: abcu:



SURVEY OF PPRENTS' OPINIONS CF TNE ARTISTS-TN-THE-SCHOOLS 1071-VI:

Interview via Telephone PECNE NUMBER

1.) Student Kane 2.) School

57

3.) AIS Program area Student experienced Sub-area
Title of Presentation

(If parent indicates that this student has experienced more than one AIS area,
nlease use a separate survey sheet for each area experienced.)

**************************************************************************************
When contact has been made say:

"MY NAME IS FROM THE ARTS COUNCIL OF TAMDA-ETTLSBOROUGH COUNTY AND I
WOULD LIKE TO ASK YOU A FEW GUESTICNS ABOUT THE MISTS-IN-TEE-SCHOOLS PROGRAM
PRESENTATION THAT (ATTENDED WITHM TEE LAST FEW tIlEKS AT
SCHCCL) (HAS BEEN INVOLVED IN FOR TIE LAST FEW LEEKS.) WE ARE VERY INTERESTED IN YOUR
OPLNIONS. I MULL LIKE TO TALK TO BOTH MU AND YOUR (HUSBAND)(WIFE). ThaS WILL TAKE
ABOUT FIVE t!INUTES EACH. DO YOU AND YOUR (USBAND)(WIFE) HAVE TIME TC TALK ITE YE
NOW?"

If the rerent says yes then go on with the survey. If the parent says no thul *-47y to set
a time to call back later. Please use a separate survey sheet for the father and mother.,./......ffloreexowmamee1...+!.
SURVEY QUESICES:This respondent is the student's father xother

1.) A. Do you know what the Artists-in-the-School s Program is? yes no

IL yes go to question 2.

B. If the parent says NO then ask: If an orientation session on the AIS Program
were offered would you attend? yes n

If the parent says yes ask:

C. That time of day would be best for you to attend an orientatinn?
morning afternoon evening

D. WCuld you and your spouse both attend? yes no

BRIEFLY DESCRIBE TEE AIS PROGRAM TO '1 PARENT.
*****,,****

2.) A. Your child has (attended a) ;teen involved in) (a(an)

Name 731 AIS Area
(presentation)(experience). Has ;he) (she) told you al )out 1,:? yes

B. IZ what did Gle)(she) say?

71



3.) As a result of (attending a) (being involved in) the

I as your child:

Name of AIS presentation

A. Shown more interest in school? yes no

B. If *MS: how do you know:

58

C. Attended similar presentations offered by community groups? yes no

D. If YES: what are they:

E. Attanaed similar presentations of ered by professional groups?yes no

F. If YES: what are they:

G. Engages in activities? yes

H. If YES: what are they:

**********

4.) Should this AIS 7rogram Area

A. Be integrated into the regular curriculum? yes no

B. Become a separate but equal part of the curricagisiMiiii to
math or reading? yes no

C. Became a separate butsupplemental part to the regular curriculum?
yes no1,-.°

5.) If you believe that the AIS Program should be integrated into the regular
curriculum who Should take the major responsibility for doing so?

Principal Curriculum Specialist Teacher Artist

Please make any comments and/or recommendations you may have about the AIS Program

Thank you for your =operation.

DITERVIEM car Irs:
1=101.1w
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SURVEY OF SCHOOL BOARD NE:BERS OPINION OF THE ARTISTS-Li-TM-SCHOOL PROGRAM

Interview in Person

School Board Member's Name

1.) What is your opinion of the AIS Program?

59

2.) What directions do you feel it should be taking?

3.) Should the AIS Program: A. Be integrated into the regular curriculum?

4.

B, Become a separate but equal part of the curriculum
similar to math or reading?

C. Become a separate but supplemental part to the
regular curriculum?

TO

IF Thi BOARD tEMZR ANSMIDD YES TO AABOVE, TIEN ASK:

what extentdo you believe the AIS Program should be integrated into the regular
curriculum?

A. Art - a great extent 5 4 3 2 1 Not at all
B. .Lisic 5 4 3 2 1
C. Language Arts 5 4 3 2 1

D. Mathematics 5 4 3 2 1

E. Natural Sciences 5 A 3 2 1

F. Social Sciences 5 4 3 2 1

G. Cther(please specify and rate) 5 4 3 2 1

5 4 3 2 1

5.) If you believe that the AIS Program should be integrated into regular
curricula.' who should take the major responsbility for doing so?

Principal CUrriculum Specialist Teacher Artist

Please add any ...laments and/or recommendations you nay have at the AIS program.

Thank you for your =opera...Le-.

nynamam: Please add your comments on the back of this sheet.
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THDIV-DUAL PROGRAM AREA EVALUATION: Architecture

School Name Architect's Name

Date Grade Observed Observer

*****************************************10*************,*********************

1. Was the presentation appropriate to the age of the class? Yes _No
Comeau

2. Does the architect explain technical terms appropriate to the children's
age level? Yes No Comments

3. Does the architect have the children participate in the planning of an
activity in architecture? Yes No Comments

4. Are the children properly motivated and stimulated to complete a project
in architecture? , Yes No Comments

5. Are the projects appropriate to the children's learning level? Yes No
Comments

6. Does the architect help individual children recognize in their own
experiences an emotional core from which their creativity is fostered and
artistic expression is demonstrated? Yes No Comments

7. Does the teacher follow through on the projects? Yes No Comments

General Observations

74
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INDIv-IXAL PROGRAM AREA EVA:UATION: Dance

School Name Artist
Date Grade observed Observer.,11M1w -.1.1.11 .1.11111.010W

61.

1.) Was the presentation appropriate to the age of the class (es)? ...yes no Camments

2.) Were the students provided with opportunities to see live professional dance performances?
_yes no Comments

3. Were in-class workshops provided by professional dancers and geared to assist the students
gain greater understanding of the professional dancers' work? ..yes no Comments

4.) Were students provided with opportunities to communicate with professional dancers in
attempt to assist the students in beginning to appreciate the knowledge, techniomes and self-
410lscipline inherent in dance? _yes = o Comments

5.) Were the students provided with opportunities to relate dance to other movement forms?
no Con ments

6.1 Were the students provided with opportunities to dance and express themselves through move-
ment ? no Comments

7.) Was dance related to the on-going curriculum? _yes no. In what way?
CmAments

8.; Were the students encouraged to further pursue their interest in dance? ...yes, by the
artist; ....yes, by the teacher; ...yes, by lbth; n o. Comments

=1111111.1111..INMINIMM10111=1M.N.M.

9.) Wereothe students provided with opportunities to become familiar with specific dance forms,
ballet, modern, jazz, folk, in an attempt to assist them in distinguishing the various dance
forms? ....yes ao Comments

10.) Did the students seem to develop greater awareness and appreciation of dance as an art
form? ...yes no Comments

either Comments:

..=1.11.01.01011111101 11 age.



nrprr.:niAL PROGRAM AREA EVALUATION: Fiction Writing

School Name Artist
Date Grade Observed Observer

62**.......
Was the presentation appropriate to the age of the class? ____yes no Comments

2.) Do the presentations ____yes no, activities ____yes no, and assignments _yes
no, exceed the usual classroom program? Comments

3. Do the students write either during the artist's session ____yes no, or afterwards
__yes no along creative lines suggested by him or her? Comments

17.7--Do the students present imaginative __yes no creative ____yes no, non-discursive
____yes no ideas in their writing? Comments

5.) Does the writer stress the contribution of knowledge to creative imagivation?___yes no
Comments

6.) Does the writer reward evidences of cognitive background in students creations? .__yes
Comments

no

7.1 Does the teacher remain with the group __yes nc, and participate____yes no in the
classroom sessions? Comments

.1.11111.

AllpuRaw POLITS:

1.) Does the teacher link cognitive classroom experiences with creative production based on the
writer's presentations? ____yes no Comments

2.; Does the teacher utilize and build on the insights from the writer's class? __yes no
Comments

3.) oes the writer___yes no, and teacher ___yes no make connections between the fiction
students read and the stories the writer creates? Comments

4.) Does the teacher attempt to apply insights from the writer's presentations in later litera-
ture classes? no Comments

5.; Do the writers work with both teachers and students ?___yes no Comments

Other Comments:

1 0



BEST C'Zi-T 1,%7 fj.)0 E 63mramua.r., PROGRAM AMA EVALUATION: Music

School :Tame

Presentation
Date

Sub -area observer

41111..w.mmo*arwomoimmarmwas=abammoammame....m
1.) Did all students in K-3 in the school attend this concert? no
Oommentsm

r

2.) Nave the students demonstrated ((verbally or in writing__;_*_) a familiarity with
the families of tnstruments of the symphony orchestra? yes no

Corments

.16. 111=M1116

3.) Have the students demonstrated (verbally, or in writing ) a knawleage of the
ranges and capabilities of the instruments? yes no

Comments

4.) Was time provided for the students to talk witn the performers? __yes no

Comments

5.) Did the students talk with the performers? yes no
Comment s

6.) Have the students indicated that they would like to attend more concerts of this sort?
yes no Comments

.11111,
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INDIVIDUAL PROGRAM AREA INALUATtON: Photography

School Name Artist Grade
Date , Observer

64

*********************************************************************************************

RTS COUNCIL OBJECTIVES:

1.) To encourage students to express themselves with photography. 2.) To give these
students the opportunity to work regularly with a professional photographer and become
familiar with the techniques, equipment, and processes of photography. 3.) To en-
courage these students to use cameras as "extra eyes" to examine themselves, their
peers, and their environment. 4.) To give students the opportunity to learn cognitive
skills in a differnet and exploratory way. 5.) To correlate knowledge gained in
language arts, science and social studies classes with the use of camera and developing
equipment. 6.) To develop a greater awareness and appreciation of the art of photography.

TO THE OBSERVERS: ?tease study the above objectives stated by the Arts Council. In the space
provided bglow and on the back of this sheet, describe the extent to which you feel the ob-
jectives are being met, which you may determine either by your observations, or by interviewing
the personnel involved in this program. (Example: You will want to ask the teacher whether
or not s/he received guidelines and in what way s/he is using them or the artists presentations,,,
with the on-going curriculum.) Please describe not only the extent to which you feel the
objectives are being met, but in what ways.



1

8.) Do students create plays based on their own experiences? yes no Comments
MEN.MMO

INDIVIDUAL PROGRAM AREA EVALUATION: Creative Drama

School Name Artist

rate GradeObserved Observer

65

***************************************************************************************

Objective: To encourage students to create their own theatre presentations based on their
experiences.
Definition: Creative drama is the group creation of plays under the guidance (not direction)
of a trained leader, using the theatrical techniques of pantomime and voice improvisation.
Activities might include the following:

1. Pantomime
2. Mbvement and rhythms related to role taking or playing
3. Dramatic play
4. Theatre games
5. Voice improvisations
6. Story dramatization
7. r'oral speaking
8. Role playing

Note for Observer: Whatever the activity, a creative drama class must involve ACTING OUT
SOMETHING improvisationally. It is not the same as an.acting class where attention is paid
to individual technique. It is also a group, rot a solo art. Solos, taking turns would be
offered only in advanced stages. Creative drama is PROMss ORIENTED. The teacher is concerned
with helping children develop their talents through the process of drama, and is not con-
cerned with producing a product for an audience, although sometimes a product relins.

Some of the questions below may have to be answered through interviewing the teacher or the
artist:

4101.) Was the presentation appropriate to the age of the class? yes no Comments

2'.) Did the teacher remain in the classroom during the presentation? yes No Comments

3.) To *hat extent do the students act out something in class?
Most of the time Half of the time Hardly any

Comments

4.) Did groups act out something in class? yes no Comments

5.) To what extent did solo 5ifOrmances take precedence in class? 5 4 3 1(Not at all)
Comments
6.) Do student's use eir own seas as su jects o their dramas or scenes. yes no
Comments

7.) Do students create their own plays? yes no Comments

9.) Do students create plays based on literary sources? yes no Comments

o t extent is the c ass re ate to a+e on-go ng curr c um. Brea ea
Into what &zees of the curriculum was the AIS Program integrated?

----76F7FEMI area, k ease comment or, the degree of integration:

as the class we organZe yes no omen s

y rste the class: Excellent Fa r Poor Comments

CoMment on the class you observed, based on items listed in the definition above or any of er:



OUT COPY AVAILABLE
PRO3RAM AREA EVALUATION: Theatre

Presentation

66

'am

Grades involved Observer

PERFORMANCE:

performance appropriate to the age of the audience? __yes no Comments

extent did the performers relate with the audience during the show?
To a great degree 5 4 3 2 1 Not at all

extent did the audience pay attention to the artists- during the performance?
f41,0 a great degree 5 4 3 2 1 Not at all

101r, r. _lit!

ziy.igk:textent did the audience appear to empathize with the performers? NOTE: This question
-fgelOekto the degree of identificatioh exhibited by the audiencei in terms of laughter, crying,
Ale* jerks of head to see something, rising to see better, calling out to an actor to "stop"

AK Which is dangerous, such as Sndif White biting the poison apple, etc.)
a great degree 5 4 3- 2 1 Not at all

tent does the performance demonstrate an example of high quality theatre? (This will
Us judgement by yc the observer.)

ILL ,To a great degree , 4 3 2 1 Not at all
osx0.40s

,i1rETHE PERFORMANCE:

vhat areas of the regular curriculum was the performance integrated?

e 410-.1r limb area, please comment on the degree of integration:
*4

Vast extent are in-class workshops given before/after the performance"
All Classes Some Classes No Classes An All-Audience Workshop

fte7: All Classes Some Classes No Classes An All-Audience Workshop

to reibirs of the r.Igular cast and ere/ conduct workshops? __yes no If,yes, state how
If no, explain

Y., lout extent do in-class workshops appear to give students a greater understanding of the
_WVOlece or theatre as an art?

,...0---,-To a Great Degree 5 4 3 2 1 Not at all
°01itentS

-D Vast extent are workshops taught well by artists:
4AGAITIATION: Very Well Organized 5 4 3 2 1 Not at all organized
IMIAINMENT OF CLASS: Very Well Managed 5 4 3 2 1 Not managed well at all
''1d toy teach about theatre? __yes no

.411. ;lbw teach about the subject of the play? __yes no

-Trr%Nrikw POINTS:

:4 ;be teacher receive study guides 1 month prior to performance? __yes no

vluat extent were the study guides used by teachers prior to the performance? (NOTE: You will
.0,4101 to sek teachers about their use of the study guides and then make a perceptive judgement
usipg these percentages: About 25% - -About 50% - -About 75% - -Aboqt 100%)

le



i,11ESI WRY AVAILABLE

Poet Name

Grade observed Observer

67

ise*****************;777******************************eeeeeeimmesee**11111174-*****

artist use (___yes no), define (___yes no), and exemplify ( no) various
beet 0;terms? Comments

le,;,the artist explain ves no , exemplify ___yes no and demonstrate _yes no

larIllUe types of poetry? Comments

:oe- the artist clarify the heightened, focused, and intensified, purposefully emotional, and
TooLiva use of language as the main characteristic of poetic language in contrast with every-

147 language? ___yes no Comments

04e=4 the artist permit students to write poetry during his/her sessions? ___yes no
,'Clements

Doc.,Ahe artist aim the presentation at stimulating student production? ___yes no Comments

7%10er. the artist help students understand that in most poems there is a base of "paraphrasable
zontene upon which the emotive, tonal, and intentional meanings are built? ___yes no
COSmsots
DMiguttia artist help students recognize in their own experiences the emotional core from which
:nafrahle experiences lead to artistic expression? ___yes no Comments

roer the teacher remain with the students and participate in the poets in the schools experience
'1118 no Comments

1,4************************4eeeeeeeee4Isseeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseeesseeeeeeeeeseeeeellseees**********
ash the presentation appropriate to the age of the class? ___yes no Comments

aWatifiss***************sssessessessessitiresstisseessseaseessessessessitssessitsssass*************

4111
g POINTS:

rigiWclassroom teacher reinforce the terms related to poetry and the knowledge of poetic
"ores introduced by the poet? __yes no Comments

'ben the teacher follow up with opportunities for creativity based on the artist's presentation
no Comments

'.ben the teacher enable students to develop traditional cognitive skills during opportunities
or creative expression? ves no Does the development of cognitive skills promote or
Leelelt creative expression? Comments

"oez the teacner record, develop, and promote activities based on the presentation? yes

mmliTgi*************************************************************mmteiteemeeemem***em

jewAral observation comments

*IWW=w-
IW

-.'
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Architecture

Subjects

Of the total in-school surveys made (951), those for archi-

tecture (33) represent 3.47%. The numbers of respondents by category

are: principals - 4, curriculum specialists - 4, teachers - 3,

artists - 4, and studen*s - 18. In addition, three parents, two

mothers and one father were surveyed via telephone. These parents

were among those of students who were selected at random to have their

parents surveyed.

Implementation Evaluation

Since the number of adult, in-school respondents is very low,

one should use caution in interpreting the findings for this AIS area.

Question 1: To what extent is this AIS Program Area being inte-

grated into the regular curriculum?

Findings: Table Al reflects that the respondents across cate-

gories appear to agree that art is being integrated into mathematic

Aind it is not being integrated into music. For the remainder the

curriculum areas, there is no clear' indication for either direction.

Question 2: What are the roles of the in-school respondents in

integrating this AIS Program Area into the regular curriculum?

Findings,: "'able A2 shows that the respondents a%..ross categories

agreed that the roles of curriculum specialists include evaluating the

extent to which this AIS Program Area_has bv4n integrated into the
-1-

regular curriculum. T ere is agreementCamong the principals, artists

and the curriculum spe 'alists themselves that they provide technical

assistance, work with others to integrate the program into the regular

curriculum and plan ways and attempt to integrate this AIS program]irea

into the regular curriculum.
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Curriculum
Areas

TABLE A-1

ARTISTS-/N-TBE-SCHOOLS PROGRAM EVALUATION

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question:

Bunter 1: "To What Extent is this AIS Program :zee
Being Integrated into the Regular Curriculum?"

AIS AREA Architecture

Art

TO

al Total

S,D,

t.16

.58

.00

3.33 .58

SD 2.25 1.5o

Music-

Language

3.00

167
1-4_0

3.67

Mathematic

Isturs1
Sciences

Social
Sciences
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TABLE AP

Artists-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question:

Number 2: "'What are Your Roles enc. "sat are the Roles of
the Following Personnel in Intetrating this AIS
Program into the Regular Curricular. ?"

AIS Area Archif cture

Roles
m ;

...,

o
' P Jacipal

...;
Curr. Spec. Teachers Students Artists

8 1

a. ,

4 of
!Respon. ;

N % of I

i Respon.1

N I % of IN of N
Respcm. Aespon.

% o

asp

Provides technical
assistance

P I

1

- 1

- 1

50
1

25 1

I

- -

,

25

MI 2 50 4 100 3 75
I

1 25

-

3

3

75

100T !

i

!

33 33
7

67

A I 1 1 33 2 67 1 2 67 1 33 3 100

rks with others
integrate pro-

gram into
regular curri-
culua.

P 1 2 50 75 50 1 25 -

CS 2 50 75 4 100 - 50

33 33 67 - - 67

A 1 33 100 67 - -

Evaluates the
extent to which
the AI' icogram
area .3 been

late sated into
the agular
curriculum

P 3 75 4 100 4 100 -

CS 3 75 4

--,

10C 2 50 1 25 2 1 50

T 1 33 3 100 3 100 1 33 1 -33

A 1 33 3 100 3 100 - - 1 31,__-.......m.......,

Plans ways to
integrate the
AIS program into
tha regular
curriculum.

? 25 4 100 4 100 - - 25

CS 1 - - 100
l

100
I - - '2 54

T - - l 33 2 67 - - P
33 3 100 2 6

Attempts to
integrate AIS
program areas

P 1 25 3 75

,

4 100 - - 1 25

i

CS - - 2 50 4 101

100

- -

- -

2 50

33

to regular
.rrl ulqa. _ 33 1 33

1
33 2 67 3 100 - - 2 67

Key: ? ?riacipal/CS Specialist/T Teacher/ . -

85



N

72

There seems to be agreement that the teachers, also, fulfill

these roles except that only one principal indicated that he/she

though- the teachers provide technical assistance. There was agreement

that the students did not serve in any of these roles.

Questioq2: :To what extent are the operatiOns involved in de-
s

livering this AIS Program Area efficient?

Findings: Table A3 indicates that there is agreement among the

respondents for the most part, that there was efficiency when the artists

moved in and out of the school, the schools had the performance areas

ready, and student discipline by the school personnel was efficient.

Question 4: What are the roles of the in-school respondents in

delivering this AIS Program Area?

Findings: Table A reflects that the respondents agreed, for

the most part, that the prinCipals observe the student.; work that

results from this -_:S Program Area. The respondents agreed that the

curriculum specialists observe the artist at work, observe the students

working with the artists, and observe the students work that results

from this AIS Program Area. Agreement among the respondents was fairly

high as far as the roles of the teachers were concerned, that is,

teachers provide technical assistance, participate in the program as well

as observing the artist at tork, the student working with the artists,

and the students' resultant works.

As might be expected there as agreement among the adult respOn-

dents that the students participate in this program, observe the

artist at work, and do not provide technical assistance.

Progress Evaluation

Question 1: To wnat extent are the objectives explicated for

this AIS Program Area being met.?
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Findings: No data were collected for this question.

Questior 2: To what extent does this AIS Program Area give

students the opportunity to use basic skills creatively?

FincUngs: Results are included under Question 5.

Question 3: Are the architecture presentations appropriate for

the ages of the students involved?

Findings: No data were collected for this question for this

program.

gaTtion 4: Ate there changes in the student's attitudes toward

self, school, and this AIS Program Area after this AIS presentation?

Findings: Comparisons of total scale results--posttest with

pretest; delayed posttest with pretest, and delayed posttest with

posttest--indicate that there were minor positive shifts in the stu-

dent's attitudes toward themselves, school and architecture. However,

none of these were statistically signific-nt at or below the ,05 level

of significance. Tables 7A, 7H and 7C reflect the total scale results.

Tables A4, A5, A6 and AT show ..:omparisons of results by scale items.

Question 5 What are the opinions of principals, curriculum

specialists, teachers and artists about the progress of this AIS

Program Area?

Findings: Table A8 shows the results of the opinions of the

principals, curriculum specialists, teachers and artists on various

aspects of this AIS Program Area

ti There is a high level of agreement among the respondents about

these aspc.:Its. Attention is directed to the artists' opinion on the

degree to which this AIS area nas affected the general community. A low

degree was indicated.
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TABLE
A4

Artists-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation
A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question:

Number 4: "What Are Your Roles and. What are to
Roles of the Following Persontel in the
Mechanics of Delivering this AIS Prograse

AIS Area: Architecture

Roles

,.....

Principal
lonnommwewm,
Curr. Spec. Teachers Students Artists

N % of
Ramon.

N % of
Respon,

N % of

Respon.

N % of
Respon.

N I%

-

of
Respon,

Provides technical
assistant*.

P 25 3 75 3 75 1 25

3 75 4 100 3 75 - 3 75

T
1 33 1 33 2 67 3 100

- 1 33 2 67 1 33 ' 3 100

Participates in
Imptr

111/

P
- 50 14 100 75 54

1 25 2 50 4 100 100 4 100

1 SO Of

A
- 1 33 . 3 100 2 67 2 67

Observes the artist
at work.

Observes

P 2 s50 3 75 4 100 3 75 1 25

CS
3 75 4 100 4 100 75

T
1 33 3 100 3

.

100 3 100

A
33 3 100 3 1-, 100 2 67

the students
working with the'w

artists.

P
2 50 75 14 100 1 25 25

CS 3 -

75 4 100 4 100 1 25 7 25

T
- - 3 100 3 110

-4.

2 67 1 33

k 1 33 3 100 3 100 1 33

Observes the stu-
dents work that re-
sults fi-m this

P
3 75 4 100 4 100 2 50 2 50

100 4 100 4 100 2 50 2 50

AIS Program Area. T
3 100 67 2 67

A
67 3 100 3 100 2 67

1

1 33

- Principal/CS - Curriculum Specialist/T - Teacher/A - Artist
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TABLE
ARTISTS-IN-THE-WHOALRAM EVALUATION

Student Attitude Bata
Comparison of Item Results

ArchillikureAIS Area

Scale Concept Row

Adjective

Pairs

MAL
Post Pre

d.f t. P.

Delayed TOTAL
ost Pre

SE t. p.

INffeciT°T4 Post
SE ..1. t. p.

X S.D X S.D.

SE
X S.D. X S.D. X S.D. X S.D.

Nappy - Sad 3.67 .77 ..61 .50 17 li . 2 .75.3.83 .51 3.6 .50 .17 17 .22 3.83 .51 3.67 .77 .25 17 .68 .51

Quiet - Loud 3.56 .79 3.17 .62 .11 1712.92.01

* 1

3.22 .73 3.1 .62 .19 17 .77 3.22 .73 3.50 .19 .16 17 .76 .10

Good - Bad 3.61 .50 3.67 .49 17 .44 .6 3.83 .51 3.67 .49 17 .27 3.83 .51 3.71 .50 .13117 1.72 .10

Fast - Slow 3.7 90 3.47 .87 16 2.06 .S 3.67 .84 3.44 .86 17 .30 3,76 ,75 "A 3,76 ,90 16 ,00 1,00

Nice - Awful .10 .64

ti

3.78 .81 6 17 1.131 4.00 .59 3.7 .81 17 .89 ,39 4,00 ,59 4,06 ,64 ,15 17 ,37 ,72

Big - Small 3.1 90 3.11 .76 .1: 17 .Q0 1.013139 .61 3.11 ,76 ,21 1 .,21 3,39 ,61 3.11 .90 .21 17 1.3 .21

3.9 .64 3.83 .51 4 17 .57 . 3.89 .76 3.8' .51 14 .32 .75 3.89 .76 3.94 .64 .22 17 .25 .81
Kind - Cruel

Strong - Weak 3.6 .77 3.72 .90 17 .32 .7 3.67 .91 3.7 .90 17 .44 .67 3.67 .91 3.67 .77 .18 17 00 1.00

25Fair - Unfair 4.1 .76 4.0( .77 17 .62 .5 4.17 .71 4.0 .77 17 .45 4.17 .71 .11 .76 .22 17

High - bow 3.61 .77 3.72 .75 417 .57 .5 3.67 .84 3.72 .75 17 .77 3.67 .84 3.67 .77 .18 17
\

00 1.00

Like - Dislike 4.0( .69 3.8S .6; 17 .46 .6 4.11 .76 3.8. .b8 . 17 1 1 .33 4.11 .76 4.00 .69 .21 17 52 ,

17

I

00 1.00

o.
-4

Easy - Hard9t) 3.4

*St

.92

Mist

3.3b

cally

.9; .3 17

signin t

.1.

at

.8

r bolow

3.44

the

.71

.05

3.3

leve

.98

.

.2 17 .27 .79 3.!44 .71 x.44 .92 .27



TABLE
ARTISTS-IN-THE-SCH00FOGRAM EVALUATION

Student Attitude Data
Comparison of Item Results

AIS Area Arch4lOcture

Scale Conceit pow and Me

Adjective
Pairs

Post Pr
d.t t. ..

Delayed TOTAL
Post Pre

d.f. t. .

edTOTDpgf
Post

.f. t. p.
X S.D X S.D.

SE

X S.D. X S.D.
SE

X S.D X S.D.

SE

Happy - Sad 4.06 .73 3.83 .86 19 17 1.1 .2 3.8.68 3.83 .86 .24 17 24 82 3.89 .68 .06 .73

I

.25 17 68 .51

Quiet - Loud 3.72 .67 3.33 .84 16 17 2. 0. .0 3.6 .77 3.33 .84 .18 17 1.84 .08 3.67 .77 c,72 ,67

i

.19 17 2 .77

Mood - Bad 3.50 .86 3.83 .62 23 17 1.4: 3.8 .79 3.83 .62 .20 17 00 .00 3.83 .79 g,50 .86 .24 17 1,3 .19

Fast - Slow 3.72 .75 3.67 .84 15 17 .37 .72 3.72 .90 3.67 .84 24 17 24 82 3.72 .90 g,72 .75 .18 17 ,00 goo

Nice - Awful 3.94 .54 3:94 .64 20 17 .00 1.0 .17 .51 3,94 ,64 19 17 1,17 ,26 4,17 .51 c,94 54 ,17 17 1,2, .2;

Big - Small 3.28 .75 3.28 .75 20 17 .00 i 3.39 ,70 8,28 ,75 '20 17 57 :41 3,39 .70 g, ,75 ,16 17 70 50

Kind - Cruel 3.94 .54 4.17 .51 17 17 1.2 3.89 .76 4.17 .51 23 17 1..23 ,24 3.89 76 g54 17 17 ,32 ,75

Strong - Weak 3.67 .84 3.89 .76 15 17 1.4 3.94 .73 3.89 ,76 ,13 17 44

1

,67 _5,94 ,73 c 67 84 till 17 1,57 14

Fair - Unfair 4.06 .54 4.17 .71 18 17 .6 4.17 .79-, 4,17 .71 .27 17 ,00 .00-44.17 .79 ., 6 .54 ,e1 3, .52 ,61

Nigh - Low 3.61 .78 3.67 .91 15 17 .37 .72 c.61 .85 3.67 .91 ,19 17 fa9 ,77'3,61 ,85 :,61 ,78 ,23 17 ,00 1,0C

Like - Dislike 3.94 .80 3.83 .92 .20 17 .57 .58 4.06 .54 3.83 .92

..i.

1:07

,17 17 7,29 .224,060 .54 :,94, ,80
\

,14 17 ,43

Easy - Hard '-

92
3.39

f.
.98 3.28 1.0 17 .46.'.65 t.50

4- t

.71

.05

3.28

evel

.35 17 64 53 3.50 .71 c.39 .98 .28

a

17 .40

3

.70
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TABM
-' ARTISTS-IN -THE-SCHOO ROGRAM EVALUATION

Student Attitude Data
Comparison of Item Results)/

f
A' area Architakre

Concept Architecture &MeN

Adjective

Pairs
%

Nappy - Sad

Quiet - Loud

Post

4.1- .92 3.83 _,04

3.44 1.04 13.50 1.15

Fast - S-ow

.64 3.83 .92

3.89 .76 3.39 .98

3.44 1.0 3.94 02

4.06 .64 3.44

3,89 ,76 3,56

Nice - Awful ,

3.89 1.0. .4.22 .73 3.89 1.02

3.2f .75 2.94 .64_-

. 1

Kind - Cruel

Strong - Weak

3.89 ;90

3.8: .99 3.44 .98

3.28 .75 3.50 .33

.58

Fair - Unfair 3.94 .64 4.11 .92 3.94 .64 .28 17 1,0

Like - Disike

3.44 .86

4.00 .84

3,56 .92 .79

Noy - Hard

94

.92 26 17
signi ic nt

3.83 .99 3.61 .92
ow the .05 Level.

.27



TABLE A8
ARTISTS-IN-THE-SCHOOLS EVALUATION

A Comparison and Analysis of Opinions oa the Progress of the Program

AIS Program Area Architecture

N/R Posiition
N N % N

2

% N S.D.

1.} How well were you oriented to or
trained for AIS?

(Very Well - Not at all)

Principal 1 33 33 33 3.6 1.53

Curr. Spec. 2 50 25 1 25 1.

Teacher g - AIM 2 50 2 50

Artiit 2 0

2.) How do you feel about AIS?

(Very good - Very bad)

3.) How do you feel about yourself as
a result of AIS?

(Very Good - Very Bad)

Principal 4 100

Curr. Spec. 4 100

Teacher 3 75 1

4.) How has AIS affected your attitude
toward schools?

11.011MP

(Positive - Negative)

5.) To what extent are you involved
in AIS?

(Very Muen - Kct at al!)

Artist 4 100

Principal 3 75

Curr. Spec,' 4

Teacher 2

75

50

25

4.25

3.50

4 25

0.?6

0.58
046

5.124 10,00

5.00 -0,00
4.75 0.50

Mist 3 75

Principal 3 75

Curr. Spec.

; Teacher

Artist

2

1

50

25
I 1

1

25

25 25

_ h_5n_ 1_00

5.00 0.00

4.25 U.$16

25

1 25 ONO

25

25

25

50 -
25 PM

25 I 1 25 50

4.75 0.50

4.50 1410

4.25 0.96

- 3.75 0.96

4.50 1.00

3.7 X0.6

6.) lw satisfactory has been the

A18 funding?

(Very Satisfactory - Unsatisfactory_

96

50 1 2 50

50

10

50

4.50 0.58

4.50 0.58

1idar911

CurLpeft. 1

Teacher 1

1144.-.4) 1 25

2

25

50

25

1

25

25 1

50

1. 5.00 0.00

0

25



NR Position

7.) How readily available have materials
for AIS been?,

(Headily Avail. - Not at all)

Principal

% N

5o 2 5o

8(1 What is your overall rating of
this AIS program area?

(Very High - Very Low)

Curr.. Spec

Teacher

Artist
Piincipai

Curr. Spec

50 25 1 25
2 67 33

50 25 1 25
3 75 25
14 0.0

Teacher 3 75 11. 1

Artist 14 100 -
9.) Has AIS affected the students

general school achievement?

(A great deal - Note at all)

1 Principal 1 33 33 33 1.

1 Curr. Spec

Teacher

2 67 1 33 ad

2 50 25 25

Artist 1 33 1 33 33

10.) Has AIS affected the students arts
achievement?

(A great deal - Not at all)

Principal 67 1 33
1 Curr. Spec 67 33

1 Teacher , 33

1 Artist 67 1 33

11.) Has AIS affected the general
community?

(A great deal - Not at all)

12.) Has AIS affected the school
community?

(A great deal - Not at all)

13.) Has AIS affected the Lash:
educational program?

( A great deal - Not at all)

Principal 2 67 33
Curr. Spec

Teacher

Artist

Principal

1 Curr. Spec

1

1

1

Teacher

Artist

1

3

ih.) Has AIS affected the arts program?

(A great deal - Not at all)

98

pal

Curr. Spec

Teacher

50

6'

25 25

1 50

50

33

33

Artist

Principal

1 Teacher

1 Artist
,=Q11=.11=

TntAl
K S.D. .

4.00 1.14.,

4.25 0.96

3.67 0.58

4.00 1.41

4.25 1.5o

5.00 0.00

4,25 1.5CL

5.00 0.00

4.00 1.00

4.67 0.58

4.00 1.41'

4.00 1.00

4.67 0.58

4.67 0.58

3.33 0.58

4.67 0.58

3.67 0.58

3.75 1.89

2.50 0.71

2.00 1.41

3.00 0.00

3.67 2.31

2.33 1.16

3.00 0.00

3,67 1.16

4.33 0.58

3.50 0.71

4.50 0.58

4.25 0.96

3,00 0.00

3.67 1,160



.--1111
4 NH h8 0Position

?-1----i N . N % N K &b.
M-To what extent are attempts being Principal 25 2' 50 1 '5 - ..,

, - -I5.)
made to provide the students - Curr. Spec 2 50 - 1 '5 \-, - 1 25 3,50 1.92
with similar experiences as
thoae provided by the AIS programs?
(A great deal - Not at all)

1 Teacher - - 3 100 - - - - , , -
.

2

1

Artist

Principal

-

1

-

33

1

-

50

-

1

2

,0

7
-

,-

-

-

-

-

-

-

3.50

37
0.71

1.1

0.96

0.96

16.) To what extent do products
result from AIS?

(A great deal - Not at all)

- Curr. Spec 2 50 1 25 - - - 4.25

4.25- T 2 50 1 25 1 'S - - - -

- Artist 2 . 50 1 25 1 '5 - , - - 4.25 0.96

1.1t17.) To what extent are the products

used/circulated/observed?

(A great' deal - Not at all)

1 Principal 1 33 - - 2 7 - - - - 3.b7

Curr. Spec. 3 75 - - 1 '5 - - , - 4.50 1.60

- Teacher 2 50 1
-

25 1 '5 - - - 4.25 0.96

- Artist 3 75 1 25 - - - - - 4.75 0.50

100
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Additional Finings

Table A9 reflects the responses to questions asked concerning train-
)

ing and background in AIS.

There is agreement among the respondents that an intervice education

prpgram in the integration of this AIS Program into the re3ular

curriculum would benefit themselves and the students.

Table 11 in the basic report shows the results of the parents'

surveys.

102



TABLE A9

ARTISTS-IN-TEE-SCHOOLS EVALUATION

Responses to questions Concerning Trai$ing and Background
in AIS -1

AIS Program Architecture

83

Position ears S. D. #Resond. N/F
Approxima e .ow many years ve t.-
schools in which you have worked. offered
this AIS program area?

Principal 2.25 1.;

. S. 1.50 0.58 4

Teacher 2.00 2.00 4

Artist 2.00 1.41 4

at other M Program areas slave
you been involved?

Position
-lumber

Indicating
% of those

R'VQ11411*-

ARCHITECTURE

Principal
Curr. Spec.

Teacher 1 25

Artist

DANCE

rincipal

Curr. Spec.

Teacher
Artist

/III/Principal

FICTION-WRITING

,

Curr. Spec.

Teacher

Artist

FILMMAKING

Principal 1 25

Curr. Spec. .25

Teacher

Artist

MUSIC

Principal 1 25

Purr. Spec. 1 25

Teacher

Artist

PHOTOGRAPHY

NeseenEw

Principal 50

Curr. Spec.

Teacher

Ar ist
......m..

P: ...d.pal 2 0

POETRY C__. Spec. 2 50

Teacher 3 75

Artist , - -

THEATRE
1

Principal 3 75

Curr. Spec. 3 50

Teacher 2 50

. .
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S

Position YES
.

NO 81

N %,

l't

whyour undergraduate
ffillgaratimi program

include orientation to
an AlE program?

Have you, within

the last five years
elected to ;ursue
further education in
the arts?

.

Principal 1
, as____:

25Curr. Shea. . 1

Teacher
,

1 25

Artist 25

11

Principal 1 25

Cure. Spec. 1 0
Teacher 1 25

Artist 1 25 i

To what extent do you
think that an inservice
training program in the
integration of the AIS
Program into the curri-
culum would benefit
you and the students?

t

To a great ,extent . , Not at all

.

N
5

% 1
4

%

3

N % N
2

%

-1

N %

Principal
,

25_ - 3
,

Curr, Spec.
1 25

. ,
3

Teacher 1 25 3
.

Artist

.

1 25
.,

104
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Ot

Subje :ts

Dance

85

Of the total-in-School surveys made (951), those for dance (77)

represent 3%. The numbers of respondents by category are: principals-

9, curriculum specialists - 12, teachers - 13, artists - 4, and

students -,39. In addition, 6 parents, 4 mothers and 2 fathers were

surveyed via telephone. These parents were among those of students

surveyed who were selected at random to have their parents surveyed.

Process Evaluation

Implementation Evaluation

Question 1: To what extent is this AIS Program Area being in-

tegrated into the regular curriculum?

Findings: A majority of the` respondents across categories

indicated that they thought dance was being integrated into art and

music (see Table Dl ). There is no clear agreement on the remaining

curricula areas.

Question 2: What are the roles of the in-school respondents in

integrating this AIS Program Area into the regular curriculum?

Findings: Table D2 reflects that there is, agreement among the

respondents, that the curriculum specialists work with others to in-

tegrate the programs into the regular curriculum. The curriculum

specialists, the teachers and the artists indicated that the first named

provides technical assistance. The curriculum specialists and the

artists agree that the former evaluates the extent to which the program

has been integrated and plans ways and attempts to integrate the

program into the regular curriculum.
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TABLE D2

Artists -in- the - Schools Program Evaluation

A Comparison by POsition of Lespondent of Responses to the question:

Number 2: "What ate Your Roles and What are the Roles of
the Following Personnel in intetrating this AIS
2rogram into the Regular Curriculum?"

ALI Ares ranee

Roles
o
o
-I

;

!, Principal Curt. Spec.

.,

Teachers Students Artists

2 'IN 4 of
1Respoa.

N % of
'Respon.

I N %.of )1

. Respond

of A

mon.
% c

Reel.

Provides technical
assiOance

.

.

.
-

,

3 33 44 I - -
----1----

CS 2 17

------

8 67 6 50 1 8 6 50

T
3 , 23 10 76 10 76 31 2 1

A - ..,
I 3 - - - - 50

Alltrts with others
milb integrate pro-

gram into
regular curri.!

culum.

2 22 5 56 3 33 1 11 11

4 33 10 83 3 25 - - , 3. 25

Alb OS 9 69 6 46 15

A
t

- 3 75 2 50 - -

. Evaluates the
extent to which
the AIS program
area Las been
integrated into
the regular
currilIum.

44 4 44 5i 56 11

CS 6 50 8 67 7 , 58 3 25

T
i

2 i 15 6 46 9 69 14 31 2 15

A - - 2 50 1 25 1 -

Plans w,sys to

integrate the
AI'S program into
tiwregular
curriculum.

.

8 3 33 6 67 4 44 22

C3 4
, 33 8 i 67 f 8 '67 2 17

T 1 ! 8 46 10 77 - i

_ 1

A .. - 2 ' 50 2 50
,

- 25

Attempts to
integrate AIS
program areas

P 1 11 4 44 3 1 33 2 22 1 11

CS 5 42 67 9 75 17 8

se:regular ".

iculum. T
i

1 25 5 38 10 77 - -

A I - - 1 2 50 50 - - -

fir: P Principal/CS - Curriculum Specialist/T - Teacher/ A - Artist
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There is not clear agreement on the roles of the other respon-
'

dents_

Question 3: To what extent are the operations involved in de-

livering this AIS Pkogram Area efficient?

Findings: There is strong agreement among the respondents that

this AIS Program Area is being delivered efficiently (see Table D3 )

Question What are the roles of the in-school respondents in

delivering this AIS Program Area?

Findings: Table D4 shows, based on the low percentages, that

the principals do not participate in this program. There is no clear

agreement 01 other roles of the principals.,

There seems to be agreement that the curriculum specialists ob-

serve the students working with the artists. There is no clear agree-

ment on otter roles of the curriculum specialists.

There appears to be agreement that the teachers and students

participate in the program, observe the artist at work, observe the

students working with the artists, and observe the students' work that

resulllOgrom this AIS Program Area.

The artists are perceived by many curriculum specialists, teachers

and themselves as participating in the program. It is interesting to

note that only one of nine principals indicated that the artists par-

ticipate in the program.

Progress Evaluation

Question 1: To what extent are the objectives explicated for

the AIS Program being met?,

Findings: The results shown on Table D5 indicate that the

objectives are perceived as being met except for objective addressing

encouragement oftrilstudents to further pursue their interest in dance.
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TABLE D3

Artists-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Que-tion:
Number 3: "To What Extent is This AIS PTocram Area

Being Delivered Efficiently?"

AIS Area: Dance

89

Operation
e

...3

4,1
.r1

1,_

'ter: 4 icient N
4...0...

t at all e ficient Total
S.D. N/P4

? 3,r% N % N % N %

Artists moving
in and out or
rchool.

P 4 67 1 17 l 17 . - - - 4 50 0.84 3

CS 9 90 - - 10 1- - - - 4.80 0.63 2

T 9 82 1 9 - - - - 1 9 4.55 1.21 2

A 100' - - - -

.

- - 5.00 0.00 1

0 11 85 - - 2 15 - - . - 4.69 0.75 -

School's choice
of performance
lilacs.

Alk
IV

P 2 40 3 60 - - -

.

- - 4.40 0.55

.

4

CS 4 40 4 4- 2 - - - 4.20 0.79 2

T c
. 45 4 36 2 18 - . - - 4.27

f

0.79 2

A 1 33 1 33 1 33 . - -

....

- 4.00 1.00 1

0 7 58
2 37 - - - .. 4.42 0.79 -

School's readiness
of performance
area.

P 3 60 2 40 - - - - - - 4.60
- .

0 55 4

CS 3 30 7 70 - -

.

- - - - 4.30 0.48

.-

2

T 9 69 3 23 1 8 - - - . 4.62 0.65 0

A 2 67 - - 1 33 - - - - 4.33 1.16 1

.
1

0 7 54 2

.

15 3 23 1 8 -
.

- 4.15 1.07 -
,

Student disciplin P 4 67 2 33 -
.
- - -

4
- - 4.67 0.52

A

3

Ak-

2
.

by school
personnel.

,

CS 6 60 4

w

40 - - -
,

- - 4.60 0.52
.

T 9 69 4 31 - - - - - 4.69 0.48 0

A 2 67 1 33 - - - - 4.67 0.58 1

0

...

6 46 4

.

31 3 23 - - - - 4.00 1.23 -

ley: F - Principal
CS - Curriculum Spimialist
T - Teacher
A - Artist
0 - Observer
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TABLz D4

Artists-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation
A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question:

Number 4; *What Are Your Roles and What are the
Roles of the Following Personnel in the
Mechanics of Delivering this AIS Program?*

AIS Area: Dance

90

Roles

======ew
Principal Curr. Spec. Teachers Students Artists

S % of
Respon.

N % of
Respon,

N % of
Respon,

N % of
Respon.

N
-

of
espon,

Provides technical
assistancli.

P
3 33 4 44 4

1
44 - - 1 11

CS 6 50 10 83, 4 33 r 1 8 4 33

T 4 31 9 69 4 31 - 5 38

A - - 2 50 1 25 - 2 50

Participates in

Program.

1111

p
11 4 44

%

4 44 I 4 44 1

.

11

CS
2 17 3 33 7 58 8 67 5 42

T 1 8 6 46 11 85 13 100 7 54

A 1 25 3 75 3 75 3 75 3 75

Observes the artist
at work.

P 3 33 4 44 6 67 3 33 - -

CS 9 75 10 83 9 75 9 75 1 8

T 6 46 8 62 12 92 12 92 2 15

A 2 50 3 75 3 75 3 75 25
, -.

Observes the,students
working with the
artists.

.

P 1 11

1

1 5 56 5 56 4 44 1 11

CS
5 42 8

1

67 8 67 6 50 4 33

T 4 31 9 69 13 100 6 46 3 23

A 2 50 3 75 3 75 1 25 1 25

Observes the stu-
dents work that re.
suits froi this
AIS Program Area.

P 2 22 5 56 5 56 4 44 2 22

CS T 58 , 75 9 75 6 50 3 25

T 3 23 5 38 10 77 i 6 46 4 31

A 1 25 1 3 75 3 75 3 75 1 25

Key: P - Principal/CS - Curriculum Specialist/T Teacher /A - Artist



INDIVIDUAL PFCGRAM AREA EVALUAT/CN: Dance 91

10 Sdhools
TABLE 05

YES NO

N % N %

1. the presentation appropriate to the age of the class? 9 90 1 10

2. Were the students provided with opportunities to see live professional dance
performances? 10 100 -

3. Were in -class worksheet' provided by professional dancers and geared to assist
the students gain greater understannirg of the professional dancers' work? 1 7 70 2 20

4. Were students provided with opportunities to communicate with professional
dancers in an attempt to assist the students in beginning to appreciate the
knowledge, techniques and self-discipline inherent in dance? 2 8 80

5. Were the students provided with ceportunitites to relate dance to other move -
ment fomms? 10 10G -

Were the students provided wtih opportunitites to dance and express themselves
throughommement? 10 100 - -

7. Was dance-related to the an-going curriculum? 10 100 -

8. Were the students encouraged to further pursue the:- interest in dance?
by the artistsl
by the teacher
by both

4

-

-

60

9.111Lre the students provided with opportunities to became familiar with specific
dance forms, ballet, modern, jazz, folk, in an attempt to assist then in
idstinguishing the various dance forms? 10 100 -

10. Did the students seem to develop greater awareness and appreciation of dance
as an art form? 10 100
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This is a difficult objective to consider on a one-visit only basis.

One weld have to have repeated measures to land credence to its

assessment.

1

Question 2: To what extant does this AIS Program Area give

students the opportunity to use basic skills creatively?

Findings: These findings are included with those presented for

Question 5.

question 3: Are the dance AIS Program Area presentations

appropriate for the ages of the students involved?

Findings: Data indicate that the presentations for this AIS

area were appropriate for the ages of the students.

Question 4: Are there changes in the students' attitudes toward

self, school, and this AIS Program Area after the AIS presentation?

Findings: Table 7A, B and C in the basic text of this report

show results from the student attitude scales.

Comparisons of total scale results on Table 7A indicate that there

were no statistically significant, at or below the .05 level, mean

shifts relative to the concept "Myself". For the concept "School and

Me ", there was one positive shift. The mean scale score on the

posttest was higher than on the pretest. For the concept "Dance and

Me" there was, also, one positive mean shift; thl delayed post mean was

higher than the post mean.

It was noted that all of the means were higher for "Dance and Me"

than they were for the other two concepts.

Table D6, D7 and D8 show comparisons of results by scale items.

A review of the student interview data contained in Table D9

shows that, when students were asked to describe what they had just

seen or done, the most frequently used words were funny, fun awl crazy.
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TABLE
ARTISTS-IN-WE-SCHOOIAILGRAM EVALUATION

Student Attitude Data
Comparison of Item Results

AIS Area Dance

Scale Concept MYeelf

Adjective
Pairs

TOTAL
Post Pre

d. t. p.

Degi TOT L
Pre

d.f. t. p.

DgmedTOT
Post

J.f. t. p.

X 8.D S.O.

SE

X S.D. X S.D.
SE

X 8.D X B.D.

SE

appy - Sad '
14.0 .76 3.54 .68 .15 38 3.14C

*
.0

,

2

13.65

.71 3.61 .78 .21 22 .20 .84 3.65 .71 3.91 .79 .21 22 1.24 .23

let - Loud 3.28 .86 3.51 .79 18 38 1.27.27 3.52 .85 3.61

3.18,.80

.84 .23

.17

22

22

38

.77,45

.70 3.52

3.65

85

65

.22

£.74

.95

1.01

.20

.21

22 1.50

22 .40

.15

.69t... - Bad 3.87 .8t 3.69 .69 17 38 1.014

.30

3.65 .65

east - Slow 3.69 .73 3.59 .68 43 38 :78 .44 3.52 .59 3.65 .65 16 22 83 ,42 3.52 59 3.70 .70 .19 22 36

ice - Awful
4.26 .75 4.28 .69 .10 38 .26 .80 3.96 .71 14,35 .65 6 22 AO

*

,03 3.96 71 '.17 .83 .23 22 .96

.36

,35

.72ig - Small 3.28 .86 3.18 .97 .16 38 .64 .52 3.42 .99 3.43

4.17

.95 .18 22 ?2 1.00 3.43 99 3.35 ,98 ,214 22

ind - Cruel 4.05'.69 4.10 .75 .10 38 .53 .60 4.26 ,45 ,89 ,19 22' 46 65 4,26 ,145 4,04 ,71 ,17 22 1, i ,2C

strong - Weak 3.67 .84 3.77 .81 . 38 ,63 .53 3.87 .76 3.96 ,e8 ,22 22 40 .69 3,87 .76 3,61 ,94 ,21 22 -

,25
air - Unfair

3.90 1.00 3.95 .79 .1. 38 .31 .76 4.22 .60 4.09 .85 .20 ?2 ,65 ,53 4.22 .60 3,96 ,98 ,22 22 1,19

___

igh - Low 3.54 .97 3.2: .86 .1: 38 1.40 ,1'3.14 ;81. 3.17 4914' .26,22 7,19

*

.04 3,74 . 3,43 ,84 .)7 22 1, ;

like - Dislike 3.85 .93 3.9- .89 .1 38 .81 .42 3.96 .77 4.09 1.08 .25 22 ,53 .60 3.96 .77 3.78 1.04 .27 22 .6 .53

ay - Hard

1 1 3
3/13

*Stitist

1.0 3.4

call

.88

sic :w

,2

fi

lb

at Or

.114

bklow

-4,43

the

,73

.0

3.52

level..

.90 .21 22 ,42 .68 3.143 .73 3.00 1.00 .28

1

a2 1,5'

4
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TABLE
ARTISTS-IN-THE-SCHOOAGRAM EVALUATION

Student Attitude Data
Comparison of Item Results

AIS Area Dance

Scale Concept School and Me

Adjective
Pairs

Post Pre
SE d. t.

Degitd TOTAL
Pre

SE .f. t.

IN:tedTOTAii
Post

..f. t. p.

S.D X S.D. X S.D. X S.D.
p.

X S.D. X S.D.

SE

Happy - Sad
. 0 .83 3.54 .85 .1: 38 3.5."

)01

.78 .85 3.70 .92 2 ,49 .63 3.78 ,85 3,81 ,97 ,22 22 ,40 .67

Quiet - Loud 3.59 .97 3.46 .79 .11 8

38

,78

.00

.4

L

1.

3.39

3.65

.72

.83

3.74

3.91

.81

.90

.18

24

22 1.89

22 1.14.28

.07 3.39

3.65

.72

,

.83

3.65 .94 .20 22 .30 .21

Good - Bad 3.79 .86 3.79 .80 .1' 3.87 .87 21 22 .04 .31

Fast - Slow 3.67 77 3.46 .72 . 38 1. . 1 3.70 .77 3.61 .78 ,24 22 37 71 3.70 .77 3.70 .82 .23 22 0 1.00

Nice - Awful
4.05 .83 4.15 .71 .11 38 .73 .4 4.09 .67 4.17 .78 ,15,22 .57 .58 4,09 .67 4,04 ,71 ,17 22 .25 ,8o

22 ,16 ,88Big - Small 3.46 1.17 3.31 .89 .11 3a 1.06.31 3.43 .90 3.48 .99 19 22 2 .82 3,43 .90 3,431.16 :

4,04 ,93 21 22 ,85 ,41 4,22 ,52 4,09 85 18 22 72 48Kind - Cruel 4.05 .79 4 03 .78 38 ,27 ,7' 4,22 52

Strong - Weak 3.69 .77 3.6? .78 .1'38 457 ,5 3.87 .69 3.78 .85 22 e2 40 ,69 3,87 ,69 3,7 ,75 ,18 22 ,72 ,48

Fair - Unfair
4oo .89 3.64 1.01 .1.38 1,90 .0 4,30 .56 3,83 1,03 24 22 1,9 ,Of 4,30 ,56 3,96 ,83 ,20 22 78 ,09

High - Low
3.49 .91 3,33 .90 .2.38 .75 .46 ,78 ,90 3,30 .97 22 22 2,2 ,o1 3.78 ,90 3.35 .94 ,27

11,
l

1,64 ,12

Like - Dislike 3.85 .90 3.79

,

.C) .13 3d 0.35.70 3,83 ,94 3.87 1.10 28 22 ,16 ,88 3,83 ,94 3,91 1,00 ,25 22 ,35 ,73

Easy - Hard 3.36

11St

.90, 3.18 .84 .19 38

.

0.9:0.36

.

3.61

.4 4

.89

.0

3.04

evel

.98 .27 2 2.1 .05 3.61 .89 3.11 1.03 .31 22

1

.4- .17



TABLE
ARTISTS-IN-THE-SCHOOAOGRAM EVALUATION

Student Attitude Data
Comparison of Item Results

A18 Area Dane'',
0
Dance and MeScale Concept

Adjective

Pairs

oi

Post Pre

III

Delays('

X

TOTAL
Pre

SE d.f t. p.

r .wedTOT
Poet

..f. t. p.

X S.D X S.D. S.D. X S.D. X S.D X

SE
.1).

Nappy - Sad
4.49 .68 .28 .83 .1

.2

38

3

1.6 . 4.5? .59 4.48 ,85 20 22 21 83 ,52 ,59 4,43 ,73 ,19 22 46 ,65

Quiet - Loud 3.36 1.09 3.56 1.10 .83 .4 3.65 1.19 3.57 1.27 29 22 30 77 c.65 1.19 3.48 1.16.31 22 .57 .58

Good - Bad
4.05 .79 3.97 .78 .1 3 .57 .5 4.26 .69 4.13 .76 18 22 72 AV .26 .69 ;.96 .88 .22 22 .?7 .18

Past - Slow 3.67 .90 3.59 .82 .1 3 .55 .5 3.70 .88 3.74 .92 27 22 .16 ,87 c.70 .88 :.70 .88 .25 22 .00 1.00

Nice - Awful
4.18 .85 4.18 .82 .1 3 .0 .0 4,43 .59 4.26 .81 21 22 ,85 .141 ,43 .59 ,22 , 22 },16 ,26

Big - Small
3.33 1.16 3.28 .83 .1 3 .29 78 3.70 .88 3.48 .79 22 22 ,OJ ,33 ,70 ,88 3,13 1.251 30

1

22 1,88,07

Kind - Cruel
4.15 .63 4.26 .60 .1 3 .94 .3 4.39 .66 4.39 .66 14 22 r 1,0$ 14.39 .66 4.22 ,60 1.16 22 1.0' .30

Strong - Weak
3.64 .81 3.67 .77 .23 .8 4.04 .83 3.78 ,90 27 22 .97 ,34 4,04 .83 3,65 .94 27 22 1,141

22 ,20

,17

184.84 . 3 ,1:: .2 4.30 .93 ,1 ,78 23 22 ,57 ,58 4,30 ,93 ,26 ,6 ,2
Pair - Unfair

14.15 .71 3.97

High - Low 3.52 .94 3.36 .90 ' ; .81 3.57 .95 3.39 .99 25 22 ,70 .49 3,57 .95 3,57 ,84 ,24 22 ,0 1,00

Like - Dislike 4.03 .90 4.00 .76 ; 4,17 .72 4,00 .91 16 22 r r 14,17 ,72 ,17 ,83 !24 22 10

°.314

1,00

-sr-
.03

ND
vl

Xasy - Hard 3.21

*Staiisti

1.1
.88

i ni

3

t

.3

:t

.2r

b-

3.91 .90

w the .0

3.43

level.

.95 23 22 3.91 .90 3.17 1.23 32

1

22

8
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Of the 65 students interviewed, 34 or 52% indicated that they knew the

dance AIS Program was going to ')e in their school that day. Of those

whu Isponded to the attitude items, 43 or 88% indicated positive woiis

when asked how did what they just saw or did make them feel about

themselves, 37 or 93% indicated positive words when asked how did what

you just saw or did make you feel about school, 42 or 95% indicated

positive words when asked how did' what they just saw or did make them

feel about dance.

Question 5: What are the opinions of principals, curriculum

specialists teachers and artists about the progress of this AIS Program?

Findings: Table DlOreflects comparisons of the opinions of the

different respondentsgroups on several aspects of this AIS Program Area.

A majority of the respondents agreed that they feel very good about

the dance AIS Program, that they feel "very good" or "good" about

themselves as a result of it, that the dance AIS Program has affected

their attitude toward schools, that funding has been "very satisfactory"

or "satisfactory", that the dance AIS Program has affected the students

arts achievement, that it has affected the school community, that it

has affected the basiceducational and the arts programs, that products

4Y-.
result from the program, that the proudcts are used, circulated and/or

observed, and that the overall rating of the dance AIS Program is "very

high"' or "high".

A majority of the curriculum specialists and artist indicated

that they were "very much" or "much" involved in this program. A majorit

of the respondents, except the artists, indicated that materials for this

program have beep. "readily available" or "available". A majority of

the respondents, except the teachers, agreed that this AIS program has

affected the students general school achievement. About 39% of the
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Pr. Cam Area Dance

TABU, D9

STIMMTT DWERVIEW DATA

Number of Schools

a

13

1. ML ME ABCUT SCAT YOU JUST SAW/DID: (Gammon words listed)

FUnny....8

Stupid....1

'Cumb....1

Ctszy....3

Ridiculous....1

2. DID YOU KNCW THAT (this.szwim) WAS GOING TO BE m YOUR SCHOOL TODAY?

Good....1 Wonderful....1

Great....1

Weird....2

Wild....l

Nice....1

34 Yes

31 No

410
3. 334 =WHAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YCU FEEL man YOURSELF?

marrvE 43

NO DIFFERENT 3

HEGA2TVE 3

4. WI DID MAT YOU JUST SAW/DID 14= YOU PEEL ABOUT SCHOOL?

POSITIVE 37

NO DIFFERENT 1

NEGATIVE 2

5. IEW =WHAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL ABOUT Dance

.-\ POSITIVE 42
(

NO carmagr -

NEGATIVE 4

120
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TAB Lk

ARTISTS-IN-TU-9MM VALUATION
A Comparison and Analysis of Opinione on the Progress of the Program

AIS Program. Area Dgpce

98

, .
N/R. Position . be

N , % N .$ N I $ N f $
S.D.

1.)

.--

,

How well were you oriented to or
trained for Ala?

(Very Well_- Nat r4t all)

1;.--

2 Principal .. - 1 . 17 2 33

,.mm=mm.mmw..

3 50 1.6 0.82

$1 w ti.-.,
20 1 10 1 10 20 4. 40 2.51 1.6'

i
Teabuer 3 ., 21_ - 43 1 8 4

1 .Artist 1 ---

..__6

z. MPS _.__

2.)

yys- s- s

3.)

Now do you feel about AIS'?

(Very good - Very bad)

, .

2 Principal 5 83 1 17 -

- -

i kl

4 64

0 41

0.70

-(1-7--1

1 Curr. wvec. 7 70 2 20 10 -

3 Teacher- 6 60 3 30 1C
'

-Artist 3 100 -.
- .0-- --...

How do you feel about yourself as
a result of AIS? (.

,

9(Very Goal - Tory 0)

Principal 2 4o 3 60 - - - _ 4.40 6255:

Q.71'

n_53'

0.58

1 Curr. Spec 6 60 3 30 10 4.50

3 Teacher 5 50 5

tl

5Q - - ,_ , 11.5n

4.6T
ARtist s. 2 67 1

1

33................

s.1
v-

...._7_-_,...

ildw has A18-attested your attitude
toward se/tools?

..-.

5
Principal

'"
3 ma 1

1 Curr. Spec 5 50 3 3 JO 1 10 4,10.1.29

1.82 1.25'
. Teacher It 36

.30

27 3 27 9(Pcsitive - Negative)-

Artist

.Princi al

2 100 . -

0

. -
i.) To what extent are you ii. '.. ved 4

in AIM

(Very Much - Not at all)

1 Curr, Spec 3.

2

30 15

20 2

50 ,_

20

2

2

20

20 1 10 3 no

11 la

2.°Q

4.33

o.-74

1.60

1.16

3 Teache

Artist 2 67 - -

6.)

a

Now satisfactory has been the

A19 funding?
7

7

it s ..,....

Curr. :.02.111111

1 100

SO I

- .
,

1 2 1 2 - - .15__IL.

....4.11_14,5

4 .cm' 1 r

(v - Satisfactory - Unsatisfactory_

121
10

.........
Teagh/r 111:11

1

67

33

-

1

-

33 .

1 33 - - -

1 31 . .. .. .



IIII NR

4

Position

Principal - -

N

3

ILII

75

N ,

1

pill
25

N

-

%

-

N mown
- Mall

S.D.

0.507.) How readily available have materials
for AIS been, Curr. Spec 2 29 2

29 3 WI - _ wia I 00

5 Teacher 4 50 1 13 - 1 13 2 25 3.50 1.85(Headily Avail. - Not at all)

- Artist 1 33 - - - 1 33 1 33 2.67 2.08
3 ac pa 2 0 0 - - - - -

8.) What is your overall rating of
2 Curr. Spec 8 889 1 11 - - - - - .89 0.33this AIS program area?
1 Teacher 10 83 - - 2 17 - - - -0 4.67 0.78

(Very High - Very Low)
Artist 1 33 2 67 - - ... - 4.33 0.58

9.) Has AIS affected the students 5. Principal 1 33 1 33 - - - - 1 33 3.33 2.08
general school achievement' 3 Curr. Spec 1 13 h 50 2 25 - 1 13 3.50 1.20

(A great deal - Not at all)
5 Teacher 1 13 2 25 3 38 2 25 - - 3.25 1.04

2 Artist - - 1 100 ... - -

10.) h...s AIB affected the students arts
achkevement?

(A great deal - Not at all)

4 Principal 1 25 3 75 - ^ r. - ... ... 4.25 0,50

2 Curr. Spec It 44 It 44 1 11 .., .. - - It 33 0, 1

4 Teacher 2 22 5 56 2 22 . - - 4.00 0.71

2 Artl t 1 100 - 11.% 1. -

11.) Has ALS affected the general
community?

(A great deal - Not at all)

Principel 1 20 - - 1 20 - - 60 2 20 1

3 Curr. Spec 2 25 1 13 3 38 2 25 .- 3.38 1,19

5 Teacher 1 13 1 13 3 38 1 13 2 25 2,75 1,39

2 Artist 1 100 .. , , , ,

12.) Has AIS affected the school
community?

(A great deal - HoVat all)

4 Principal .. - 2 50 2 50 , , , 3,50 (1.58

3 Curr. Spec 5 63 .. ... 1 13 2 25 .- 4.00 101
2 Teacher 6 55 3 27 1 9 , r. 1 9 4,18 1,25

2 Artist 1 100 , ,. - -

13.) Has AIS affected the basic
educational program?

( A great deal - Not at all)

3 Principal 1 20 2 40 1 20 r. r. 1 20 3 40 1.52

2 Curr. Spec 1 11 3 33 4 44 ... ... 1 11 3.33 1 12

It Teacher 1 11 6 67 1 11 - - 1 11 3.67 1,12

2

3

rtiit

Principal - BIM1 00

100

,

111111

,

-

,

.
r

MINI
r

14.) Has AIS affected the arts program?

(A great deal - Not at all)

123

1 Curr. Spec 3 30 It 40 2 20 1 10 r. 3 90 0 9'

6 'eacher 2 29 3 43 - - 1 14 14 3.57 1.51

1 . 2 100 - - - - - 5.00 0.00
4,
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NB
4 Tflta

K S.D.
Position , N N .

Is.) To what extent are attempts being Principal - - 40 3 .0 .- 3. 0 0.5!

made to provide the students
with similar experiences as
those provided by the AM programs?
(A great deal - Not at all)

3
Miry. Spec

1 13 5
I

1 13 1 _ 3 - 1-75

3,67

o_89

1,87It Teacher 1 11 5

,63
56 2 22 1 11

3 Artist r . .
p---,,s,

. . - ,

16.) To what extent do products
result from AO?

(A great deal - Not at all)

4 Principal 1 25 g 5Q 1
-.

25 - , , - 4.00 1.82

1.38

,03

Curr. Spect « - 6 86 1
v., - ... 3.86

3.677 Teacher 1 3 50 1 CT . .

3 Artist - ^ . ^ c -

11.) To what extent are the products
used/circulated/observed?

(A great deal - Not at all)

4 Principal 1 25 1 25 2 0 . " . 3,75

3.67

0;96

1,03
5 Curr. Spec, 1 17 3

r-

50 1 1 17 . r
10 Teacher ... - 3 100 - . " " . ^-

3 Artist --00---
. .., . « . , ,

0
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indicated this. A majority of the curricllum specialists and teachers

indicated that attempts are beJng made to provide the students with

similar experiences as those provided by this AIS Program.

The respondents agreed, _Accept the artist, that they had no or

very little orientation to or training for the dance AIS Program.

Additional Findings

Table 'DLL reflects the response tu questions concerning training

and background in AIS.

There was agreement among the respondents, except the artists,

that an inservice education program in the integration of this AIS

Program into the regular curriculum would benefit them and the students.

Table 11 in the basic report shows the results of the parents'

surveys.
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pegi-4---E-U-W=.1.0---5---NYearsev
schools in which you have worked offered
IbILAIS program area,

Position 7years.

r-3747,

S.D.

2.19
i#Respond.

11
Na
3Principal

Curr. Spec. 2.57 3.31 7 4

Teacher 1.46 1.12 13 -

Artist 2.00 1.00 3
t t other gram areas have

you been involved?

Position
71.er or tnore

Responding

Principal 1 7

Curr. Spec.
ARCHITECTURE Teacher - -

Artist

DANCE

-r ac pal 15

Curr. S c. 18

acher 14

Artist

FICTION-WRITING

Principal

Curr. Spec.

Teacher

Artist

FILMMAKING

Principal

Curr. Spec.

Teacher

Artist

MUSIC

Principal 62.5

Curr. Spec. 6 54.5

Teacher 62.0

Artist

PHOTOGRAPHY

Principal

Curr. Spec.

Teacher.

Artist

POETRY

Principal 62.2

Curr. Spec. 7 64.0

Teacher 7 54.0

Artist

THEATRE

128

Principal 5 62.5

Cur:. Spec. 9 82.0

Teacher 11 85

Artist - .
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TABLE Dll

ARTISTS -IN -TB! -SCHOOLS EVALUATION

Responses to Questions Concerning Training and Background
in AIS

AIS Program Dance

Position S.D. #Res nd.1 N/R
many years aye t Princi al

schools in which you have worked offered 4



AND

Position yrs NO 103

your undergraduate
tion program

include orientation to
an AIS program?

Nave you, within
the last five years
Sleeted to pursue
further education in
the arts?

Princi al

Curr. Spec.

Teacher

N

1

N

13

9 9

1 8 11

62

82

8

Artist

Principal

Curr. Spec.

1 13 5

1 9

Teacher

To what erten% do you
think that an inservice
training program in the
integration of the ALS
Program into the curri-
culua would benefit
you and the students?

Artist

Principal

[Curr. Spec. 2

5

9

7

To a great extent

N % N % N %

4 3

2

62

82

54

67

3

Teacher

Artist

3

1

18 5

37. 2 25

45
, 1

23 5 38 2

9

Not at all

N % N %

1

15 2

NR

12. 2

2

15 1

18

8

1

3 100
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Fiction Writing

Subjects

Of the tottl in-school surveys made (951), those for firtion-

writing (58) represent 6%. The numbers of respondents by category are

principals - 5, curriculum specialists - 5, teachers - 6, artists - 2

and students - 40. In addition, 2 parents, 1 mother and 1 father were

surveyed via telephone. These parents were among those of students

surveyed who were selected at random to have their parents surveyed.

Process Evaluation

Implementation Evaluation

Question 1: To what extent is this AIS Program Area being integrated

into the regular curriculum?

Findings: Table w1. reflects that there is agreement that this AIS

Program Area is being integrated inta the language arts curriculum area.

Question 2: What are the roles of the in-school respondents in in-

tegrating this AIS Program Area into the regular curriculum?

Findings: A review of Table W2 reveals that there was agreement among

the respondents, except the artists, that the curriculum specialists work

with others to integrate this program into the regular curriculum, evaluate

the extent to which this program has been integrated into the regular

curriculum, and plan ways and attempt to integrate this program into the

regular curriculum. There was agreement among the respondents, except the

artists,that the teachers are performing these roles plus providing

technical assistance.

question 3: To what extent are the operations involved in delivering

this AIS Program Area efficient?
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BEST COPY AVAILABLE

TABLE W2

Artists-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation

A Comparison by Posltion of Respondent of Responsesto the Question:

Number 2: "What are Your Roles and What are the Roles of
the Following Personnel in :ntetrating this AIS
Program into the Regular Curriculum?"

1.IS Area FictiontWriting

106

Roles
I :

wi
4.)

.. ,

om
,

,

Principal Curr. Spec. Telighers . Students Artists

N .% of :

. :ftspon. I

o ,

N % ot
i Reopen.

N % of N
Rerpos,

I% of N
*anon.

%o
Resp.

Provides technical
assistance

P
25 75 75 50 50

CS - 2. 40 3 ,60 [ 1 20 2 40

T 1 17 1 2 33 5 83 2 33 5 83

A.g 4M, P. IM IIM MP . .. .. 5o

Algprks with others,

imp integrate pro-
gram into
regular curri-
cuLlm.

P 3 75 4 loo 3 75 3 75 3 -75

C5 1 21:Y, 80 60 - - -

T 50 3 50 4 Z7 17 ' 5o

- - - - - 1. 5o - - 1 5o

Evaluates the
extent to which
the AIS program
area has been
integrated into
the regular
curricr:.m.

25 . 75 3 75 -. 3 75 3 75

CS 3 60 4 80 2 4o - - -
.

2, - 67 3 50 I - - -

A - - 50 - --.0immini
Plans ways to
integrate the
AIS program into
the regular
curriculum.

1 50 4 100 50

CS 1 2C 4 ' 80 , 20

T 1 17 50 , 1 17

- . - - 50.

Attempts to
integrate AIS
program Ai US

illtor regul yr

iculine.

P 1 25 4 100 4 100 1 25 2 59 .

CS 1 20 1 20 4 100 - - 1 20

T 1 17' 1 17 6 100. - - 1 17

- - 1 - - l 50 - - 50

P - - Curriculum Specialist/T - Teacher! A - Artist

132
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Findings: Table w3 clearly indicates that the respondents agreed that

the operations involved in delivering the fiction writing AIS Program

are efficient.

Question i: What are the rolei of the in -shool respondents in de-

livering this AIS Program Area?

Findings: Table W4 shows that there was agreement among the respondents

that the teachers provide technical assistance, participate in the program,

observe the artist at work, observe'the students working with the

artists, and observe the students' work that results from this AIS

Program. There was agreement that the artists participate in the program

and observe the students' work that results from this AIS Program Area.

It was agreed that students participate in the program and observe the

t7artist.

Progress Evaluation

Question 1: To_,what extent are the objectives explicated for this

AIS Program Area being met?

Findings: For most of the fiction writing programs visited, the

interviewees and observers indicated that most of the objectives were

being met. The exceptions were those objectives concerned with (1) the

writer and tIlp teacher making connections between the fiction students

read and the stories the writer creates and (2) the writers working with

Aooth teachers and students. See Table w5

Question 2: To what extent does this AIS Program Area give students

the opportunity to use basic skills creatively?

Findings: These findings are inluded with those presented for

Question 5.

Question 3: Are the fiction writing AIS presentations appropriate

for ttie ages of the students involved?
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TABLE wit

Artists-in-the-Schools Prove* Evaluation
A Comparison by Position of Pespondent of Responsms to the Question:

Number 4; "What Are Your Roles and. What are the
Roles of the Following Personnel in the
Nhicharies of Delivering this ASS Program?'

ASS Area: Fiction Writing

Roles Principal Cum. Spec. Teachers Students Artists

% of
Respon.

N % of
Respon,

N % of
Respon,

N % cf

Respon,

N
-

Of
-espon,

/Provides technical
assistance.

P 1 25 2 50 3 75 1111 3 75

1 20 2 40 3 60 2 40 2

-...

40

T 17 3 50 6 100 1 17 4 67

A - - 1 50 1 5o 1 5o -

::lpatos in

1111

P
25 2 50 3 'U 100 100

- 2 40 3 60 4 90 4 80

- - 4 57 6 loo 6 100

2 100 1 50 1 50- . -
memie...........m.

Observes the artist
st work.

P
2 50 2 50 4 100 4 100

CS
1 20 2 50 14 80 4 80 2 40

T 1 17 - - 6 loo 6 loo -

2 100 2 100A - - - -
op

Observes the, student
working with the
&Mists.

r 2 50 2 50 4 100 1 25 1 25

1 20 2 40 80
___

2 4o 4oCS

T 1 17 - - 6 100 - -

A - - . 50 - -

Observes the stvorObserve
dents work that re-
malts from ths
AXE Program Area.

P 2 50 3 75 4 100 2 50 75

CS 1 20 2 40 4 80 2 40 60

33 1 17 6 loo 2 33 5 83

IIIIL----
A MI - 2 100 2 100 2 100

P - Principal/CS - Curri-441un Specialist/T - Teacher/A - Artist
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INDIVIEURL P10=4 AREA EVALUATICN: Fiction Writing

TABLE W5

110

Mr YF5 NO

N %

1. Was the presentation appropriate to' the age of the class? 8 100 - -

2. Do the presentations 8 100 -- -
activities 8 100 -- -

assignments excees the usual classroor ptogren? 8 100 -- -

3. Do the students write either during the artists session 8 100 -- -

or afterwards along creative lines suggested by
hint or her?

5 63 1 13

4. Do the students present imegivative 5 63 --

creative 5 63 --

mm-discursive ideas in their writing? 4 9 --

5. Does the writer stress the contribution of knowledge to creativ2 imagination? 6 75 1 13

6. Does the writer reward evidences of ccgnit4ve background in students creations 6 75 -- -

7. Does the blather remain with the group 6 75 2 25

and participate in the classroom sessions? 80

14110plOW PCINTS:

1. Eras the teacher link cognitive classroom experiences with creative production
based on the writer's presentations 7 88 1 13

2. Does the teacher utilize and build on the insights from the writer's class? 7 88 -

3. Does the writer 3 38 3 38
and the teacher make connections between the fiction students read

and the stories the writer creates?

2 25 4 50

4. Does the timber attempt to apply insights from the writer's presentations in
later literature classes? 7 88 2 25

S. Do the writers work with both teachers ,i, irtudents? 3 38 4 50

4111

136
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Findings: Table W6 indicates that the presentations were appropriate

for the ages of the students involved.

Queestion 4: Are there changes in the students' attitudes toward self,

school and this AIS Program Are after the AIS presentation?

Findings: Tables 7A, B and C in the basic text of this report show

results from the student attitudes scales, Data for this AIS Program Area

was collected only pre and post.

Comparison of total scale results for the concepts "Myself" (Table 7A),

"School and Me" ( Table 7B) and "Fiction Writing and Me" (Table 7C)

indicate no statistically significant, at or below the 05 level, mean

shift in attitudes.

Tables wT, W8 and W9 show results by scale itemti.

A review of the student interview data contained in Table shows

that, when the students were asked to describe what they had just seen

or done, the most frequently used words were interesting and like.

All of the 35 students who responded to the question about whether

they knew the program was going to be in their school that day indicated

that they did know.

Of those who respondeu to the attitude items, 13 or 54% indicated

positive words when asked how did what taey just saw or did make them

feel about themselves, 12 of 80% indicated positive words relative to

school, and 13 or 68% indicated positive words relative to fiction writing.

Question What are the opinions of principals, curriculum special-

ists, teachers and artists about the progress of this AIS Program Area?

Findings: Table WI) reflects comparisons of the opinions of the

different respondent groups on several aspects of this AIS Program Area.

A majority of the respondents agreed that they feel very good about

this AIS program, very good or good about. themselves as a result of this



TABLE v6

gruceur 32.71ERview DATA

Progress Area Fictialwriting Ntsrber of Schools 7

1. TELL PE AECL7 MAT YOU JUST SAW/DID: (Can= wards listed)
Interesting....2

Like....2

Good....1

.1

D3fferent....1

2. DID YOU Imo:' 151P2 (this prcgrrzt) WAS GO= TO PE IN YOUR SCIFIOCA, TCDAY?

35 Yes

- No

3. 133.7 DID MAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU PM ABOUT YOURSELF?

PCE ITIVE .3

EGEFfEIENT 9

NEGATIVE 2

4. MI DID SAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL mar sacow

POSITIVE 12

NO DIFFERENT 1

NEGWIVE 2

5. RN DID HAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE IOU rizs, AB= Ficticnwriting ?

POSITIVE 13

NO DIFFERENT

NEGATDX 6

138
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ARTISTS-IN-THE-SCHOOdillOGRAN EVALUATION

TABLE

Student Attitude Data
Comparison of Item Results

AIS Area Fictioiting

Scale Concept Myself

Adjective
Pairs i

Post
L

Pre
d. I t.

ilatd TOT

d.t t. p.

o.gliedTOTA
Post

*
.f. t. p.

X S.D X S.D.

BE s

X S.D. X S.D.
SE

X S.D. X S.D.

SE

Nappy - Sad 3.83 .41 .17 ..41 .17 5 1.5
.-

.18

QPiet - Loud 5 .84 c.5o .84 .34 5 .o es

flood - Bad 3.6 .82 c.83 .75 . 5

Fast - Slow 3.5k .55. 3.17 .75 .3 5 .79

Nice - Awful io .63 4.00 .63 .2 5 .0 $0

Big - Snail 3.1 .41 3.17 .41 .1 6 .o

Kind - Cruel 3.6 .52 3.50 .55 .2 5 I:1

Strong - Weak 3.3

3.8

3.1

.52

.41

.41

3.83

4.00

3.17

.41

.0

.41

.1

.0

.1

5

5

5

SC
II
.0 1 SI

Fair - Unfair

High - Low

Like - Dislike 3.5' .5 3.67 .52 .2 5 1 ;

Easy - Nar41:3() 3.0 .63 3.00 1.1C .4
1 0

. .

1

o--,

Lo



TABLE
ARTISTS-IN-THE-SCHOOIAGRAN EVALUATION

Student Attitude Data
Comparison of Item Results

AIS Area FictionSting

Scale Concept School and Me

AAjective
Pairs

1

Pont Pr
d.t t.

r TOTALNu
Pre

1.f. t. p.

Ppg(edTOTAt,
Post

I.f.

,

t. p.

X 8.D X 8.D.

SR

X S.D. X B.D,
SR

X S.D. X S.D.

SE

Nappy - Sad
4.00 .63 3.50 .55 .2? 5 2.2 .04

quiet - Loud 3.6/ .82 3.33 .82 .33 5 1.5 .14

Mood _
3.83 .75 :.83 .41 17 5 .0 .00

ast - Slow 3.50 .55 :50 .55 22 5 0 1.04

1

Rice - Awful
1

3.83 .41 c.83 .98 40 5 0 1.0

Sig - Small 3,17 .41 g.50 .84 .34 5 1.1.36

Kind - Cruel 3.83 .75 .4311 .75 .31 5 1.0

strong - Weak 3.50 .55 c.67 .52 .21 5 /1.36

Pair - Unfair
4.00 .0 .17 .41 .17 5 1.01.36

r

Sigh - Low 3.50 .55 .17 .41 .17 6 1.5 .1

Like - Dislike 3.67 .52 3.67 .52 .21 5 .0 1.00

. .

way - Hard 3.33

*Statisti

.52 3.33 .52 .21 5 0 1.04

----------142
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31.6

program, their attitudes toward schools have been affected in a

positive way, and that.they are very much or much involved in the program.

There was agreement, also, that the funding for this AIS program

was very satisfactory or satisfactory, that this AIS program has affected

a great daal or nearly so students general school achievement, their

arts achievement, that products do result from this AIS program and the

projects are used, circulated, and/or observed.

The overall rating of very high was given this AIS program by a

majo-Aty of the respondents.

A majority of the respondents, except the artists, indicated that

they had no or very little orientation to or training for this AIS program.

Additional Findings

Table W11 reflects the responses to questions concerning the training

and background in AIS.

There was agreement amo:_g the respondents that an inserl4ce education

program in the integration'of this AIS program into the regular curriculum

would benefit them and the students.

Table 11 in the basic report shows the results of the data'collected

from the parents concerning this program.
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TABLE W101111
ARTISTS -IN-THE-SCROOLS EVALUATION

A Comparison and Analysis of Opinions on the Progress of the Prograir

AIS Program Area Fiction-Writing

N/R h
:Posp.ion

E ' % N N f %
,

N f % S.D.

_ I.) How well were you oriented to or
trained for Ann

(Very Well - Not at all)

1

morwm
-

Principal'

Teacher

- - - - 2 50 - .. 50 2.00 1J6

1.30
_ 1 20 1 20 - - r 60 1.80

- - MIMINIERIM _ - UMMal- Artist Ell 100 -

k 2.) How do you feel about AMY

(Very good - Very bad)

- Principal mommem 4,80 0,4-
- Curr. Spec

sem
80 1' 20 pleallallial 4,8o o 45

-
Teacher 1111 8 11111111/11111111 UM=tin

_
Artist

loo - -

2 33 1 33

____

L 33 - Mill Of3.) How do. ,you feel about yourself as
a result of AIRY

(Very Good - Very Bad).

- 11111 80 1 20 - - - 4' - 4.80 0.45:

- Teacher 67 1 17 1 17 - - - 4.50 0.84)

- ARtiat 100 - - r
___

4.) How has AIS affected your attitude
coward sChools7

Principal - 3 75 - _ 1 ?5 - 3.50 1.00.

- 3 60 1 20 20 - ' - 4.40 0.89

(Positive - Negative)
2 Teacher 3 - 25 - - - 4.50 1,00

- Artist 1 100 ... - ). v.

To what involved - Principal - 1 20 2 to 2 0 2,:0 0.) extent are you
in Alp?

(Very Much - Not at all)

3 o ir, ck , .

-
Teach.

2 2 33 r. - . 1 17 1 17 3,50 1.64

Imam
i 1

1

1

100

25

- ck ,- t r , r

6.) How satisfactory has been the 1 1 25 r , 2 50 - ,.,

AI8 eundiug? 3 Curr. 8 ec. 1 50 50 - - 4.50 0.71
-17704.00(Very Satisfactory - Unsatisfactory_

1 AR I

3

,..

Teacher

4-...4.4..4

1 33

i00

1 33 I1 33 - - _

- A MI



7. )

NH Position

Mpw readily available have materials
for AIS been?

'PeaAily Avail. - Not at all)

40*
8.) What is your overall rating of

this AIS program area?

(Very High - Very Low)

3

2

incipal 50

rr. Spec 2 67

Teacher

Artist
r nc

rr

p
. Spa

eacher

Artist

9.) Has AIS affected the etudents
general school achievement?

(A great deal - Not at all)

10.) Has AIS affected the students arts
achiev-ment?

(A great deal - Not at all)

2

1

3

2

11.) Has AIS affected the general
community?

(A great deal - Not at all)

Principal

Curr. Span

Teacher

33

100

67

100

14 67

1 100

1 33

3 75

25

Artist eq r

Principal 1 50

Curr. Spec 2 67

Teacher

Artist

Principal

1 Curr. Spec

4 Teacher

1

12.) Haa AIS affected the school
community?

(A great deal - Not at all)

1

13.) Has AIS affecte'i the basic
educational program?

( A great al - Not at all)

0

Artist

Principal

Curr. Spec

1 25

1 100

50

!.

Teacher

Artist

PriLcipal

Curr. Spec

Teacher

1 33

eq

1 rtist

1h.) 4as AIS affected the arts program?

(A geat deal - Not at all)

14,3

Principal

Curr. Spec,

acher

rtiat

eq

f

20

N

33

67

33

eq

33 1 33

1 2s

25 1 25 25

50 111

33

75

33

50

33

eq

33

50

eq

Tote,
K S.D.

4.501 0.71

4.00 1.73
3.67 1.16

4.67 '0.58

14.5o 0.84

eq

h,00 1,00

l!,50 1.00
[3,50 1,29

67

20 6o

1 33

4.50 0,71

4,33 1.16

4,25 0.50

2,67 1.53

3,50 0 58

3,00 2,83

3.00 1,73

2.80 1.10

3,00 2.00

50

50
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.

NR

.

5 4 1
:

Position m
" N N . % N N K S.D.

15.) To what extent are attempts being 1 Principal - - 2 50 2 50 - ,- , 3.50 0.58
made to provide the students 1

Curr. Spec 4
- _ -

.

_ - . _ -
with similar experiences as
those provided by the AIS programs?
(A great deal - Not at all.)

- Teacher .-
2 33 - - 3 50 1 7 - - 3.50 1.23.

1 Artist - - - ... - - -
--,-

- ..

16.) To what extent do products
result from AIS?

(A great deal - Not at all)

- Principal 1 25 50 1 25 .. , 4.00 0.82

^ Curr. Spec 4 80 1 20 - - - , - 4.80 0.45

..002 Teacher 3 75 - - 1 5 - - ,, 4.50

- Artist 1 100 - , - . . ,

17.) To what extent are the products
used/circulated/observed?

(A great deal - Not at all)

...

1 Principal - %-, 3 75 1 5 - . , 3,75 0,50
1 Curr. Spec, 2 50 1 25 1 5 . 4.25 o,96

1 Teacher 4 80 " 1 0 " r , 4,60 0,89

-
y

Artist 1 100 - , - vs k'n



TABLE W11

ARTISTS-/N-TBI-SCHOOLS EVALUATION

Responses to Questions Concerning Training and Background
in AIS

AIS Program Fiction-Writing

120

Position r ears S.D. l#Resond- N/R
many years have

schools in which you have worked offered
alLAIS program area?

Princi.al

Curr. SPec 3.00 1.73 5
I

Teacher 1.67 0.82 6
I

Artist 2.00 -

th what other AIS Program are have
you been involved?

Position
Humber
Indicating

% of those

Resnonding

Principal
Curr. Spec.

ARLAILCTURE Teacher
..111.010Mw

Artist

DANCE

Principal ._

, --

Curr. Spec.

Teacher

2 40

Artist

.

FICTION-WRITING

Principal

Curr. Spec.

Teacher

Artist

20

TrumAz:IG

Principal 1

Curr. Spec.

Teacher

Artist

MUSIC

Principal 1 20

Curr. Spec. 3 60

Teacher 1 17

Artist

PHOTOGRAPHY

Principal.

Curr. Spec.

Teacher 1 17

Artist

Princial 1 20

Curr. Spec.

Teacher

Artist i 1 100

MAME

Princ4a1 4 80

Cur:. Spec. 4 80

Teacher 2 33

Artist 1
(4



your undergraduate
anti= program

inm,de orientation to
an Alb program?

Have you, within
the last five years
elected to pursue
further education in
the arts?

To what extent do you
think that an inssrvice
training prograft in the
integration of the AIS
Program into tute curri-
culum would benefit
you and the students"

Position YES NO 121

N N

Principal 4 8o 1

Curr. Spec. 5 100

Teacher 6 100

Artist 1 100

Principal 14 80

Cur?. Spec. 14

Teacher 5 83

Artist 1C

To a great extent Not all NR

N % N % N % N
2

%

1

N %

Principal 6o 2 t140

Corr. Spec. 2 140 2 140 1 20,

Teacher 3,
i 50 2 33 1 17

Artist 1 100
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Filmmaking

Subjects

Of the total in-school surveys made (951), those for filmmaking

(20) represent only 2%. Therefore, a word of caution is in order

concerning the interpretation of these results when they are being

compared with those from other AIS Program Areas. The numbers of

respondents by category for filmmaking are principals - 2, curriculum

specialists - 3, teachers - 3, artist - 1 (surveyed at 2 different

schools), and students - 10. No parents were surveyed.

Process Evaluation

Implementation Evaluation

Question 1: To what extent is this AISProgram Area being in-

tegrated into the regular curriculum?

Findings: Table Fl reflects that the respondents, except the

curriculum specialists, agreed that the filmmaking AIS Program is being

integrated to a great extent into the regular art curriculum. There

was agreement that it is not at all being integrated into the regular

mathematics curriculum.

Question 2: What are the roles of the in-school respondents in.

integrating, this AIS Program Area into the regular curriculum?

Findings: A majority of the respondents agreed that the teachers

provide technical assistance, work with others to integrate the

program into the regular curriculum, evaluate the extent to which

this AIS program area has been integrated iho the regular curriculum,

and plan ways and attempt to integrate filmmaking into thp regular

curriculum. There is agreement, for the most part, that the artist

performs these roles also. See Table 212.
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TABLE 22.

Artists-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question:

Number 2: "What are Your Roles and What are the Roles of
the Following Personnel in Intetrating this AIS
Program into the Regular Curriculum?"

AIS Ares Filmmaking

124

Roles .4
1

Principal
.0 .

Curr. Spec. Teachers Students Artists
..4

CO 10 N .% of
a. 4

iRespon.

N % of
i Respon.

N S of N Vf N
Respon. espon.

% o
Reap

Provides technical
assistance

150
P il 1

50 50 1 - - -

CS 1 33 2 67 2 67 1 33 1 33

T 2 67
i 1 33 1"

A 1 50 1 50 I 100 2 100 2 100

litrks with others

integrate pro-
gram into
regular curri
culla:.

P - 1 50 1 50 - - 1 50

1 33 1 33 2 67 1 33 2 67

11011 1 33 1 33 100 r MI so

A 1 50 I - - 2 100 1 50 -

Evaluates the
extent to which
the AIS program
area has been
integrated into-
the regular
curriculum.

III 1 50 I 1 50 1 50 - - 1 50

CS 1 33 1 33 2 67 - - .1 33

T 2 167 l 1 33 j 3 100 3 100

A I . - - - - -

Plans ways to
integrate the
ASS prograu into
thure

ric
regular
ulum.c

p I 1 5') I 1 i 50 1 50
11111111111111 50

CS 1 ' 33 1 33 2 67 67

T - 1 33 3 100 1 33 ' 100

« - -- - 1 0 11 0 s

Attempts tlt

integrate AIS
promo areas

411to regular

-ricul=a.

? 1 GA
lw

I
.A. 50 50 - -

Cs 2 67 1 33 2 67 1 33 2 67

.
«

33 3 100 100 - - 100

A 1 50
4

1 50 1 50 - - 1 50

'goy: ? Princi;a1/CS Curriculum SpecialisG,T - Teacher/ A - Artist
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question 3: To what extent are the operations involved in

delivering the filmmaking AIS Program efficient?

Findings: Table F3 indicates that there was agreement among

the respondents that operations involved in delivering the filmmaking.

program are efficient. However, since the same artist was surveyed

in two different schools, a review of Table F3 reveals that he

thought one schobl was efficient and one was not,relative to school's

choice of performance place and school's readiness of performance place.

Question What are the roles of the in-school respondents

in delivering this ALS program area?

Findings: Table F4 shows that there was fair agreement among

the respondents relative to roles of the teachers and artist. However,

for the other categories of school personnel the role perceptions are

mixed.

Progress Evaluation

Question To what extent are the objectives explicated for

this AIS Program Area being

.Findings: No data were collected for this question.

Question 2:. To what extent does this AIS Program Area give

students'the opportunity to use basic skills creatively?

Findings: These findings are included with those presented

for Question 5.

Question 3: Are the filmmaking AIS presentations appropriate for

the ages of the students involved?

Findings: No data were collected for this question.

Question 4: Are there changes in the students' attitudes toward

0 self, school, and this AIS Program Area after the AIS filmmaking

presentation?
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TABLE IL_
Artists-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question:
Number 3: "To'What Extent-is This AZ Program Area

Being Delivered Efficiently?"
Am,

AiS Area: Filmmaking

126

Operation
V

V . Et i Not at all e ficient Total
NI!

1 2 X ' S.D.
,

) N % %

Artists moving
in and out of
school.

P 1 100 1 - - - -

11111

9.00CS 2 100!
I

-
)

- - -

T 2 67
, - - 1 33 - 4.33 1.16

A 2 100 - - . ,

- - 5.00 10.00

0 1 50 - - - - 1 50 3.00 .83

School's choice
of performance
place.

4111

P,1 100 - - - . .

CS 1 50 50 - r. - .
,

4.50 .50

T 1 33 1 33 - - 1 33 . - 3.67 x.53

A 1 50 - - -
I 1 50 3.00 .83

0 1 50
i - - - 1 50 I - - 3.50 .12

01 0"School's readiness
of performance
area.

P 1 100 - - - -
CS 1 50 1 50 - - - . 4.5) e = 71

T 2 67 1 33 - - . - 4.67 $.58

A 1 50 - - - - 1 50 3.00 .83

0 1 50 - - - - 1 '0 i . 0 e.12

Student disciplin
by school
personnel.

P - 1 100 - - t"

CS 100 - - - .
1

5.00 $.00 1

T 3 100 - - - - - 5.00 '.00 -

A - -
_

2 100 - . . 4.00 '.00 -

1 A
1VV

1
5.00 .00

P - Principal

CS - Curriculum Specialist
T - Teacher
A - Artist
0 - Observer
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TABLE F4

Artists-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation
A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question:

Number 4; "What Are Your Roles and. What are the
Roles of the'Folloving Personnel in the
Mechanics of Delivering this AIS Program?"

AIS Area: Filmmaking

Roles

1

Principal Cum Spec. Teachers Students Artists .

I % of .

Ronan.
I % of

Ruyan,
N % of

Respon,
.

x % of
Respon.

N
-

, of
zespon,

-
Provides technical
assistance.

P 1 50 1 50 1 50 1
50 1 50

CS 2 67 2 67,E

.

2

.

67 1

-

33 2 67

T 2
67 2 67 3 100 , 3 100 3 100

A
..
- _

.
- - 1 50 1 0 2 100

Participates in
program.m'.

,
411/'

P
50 1 50 1

1

50 - -. - -

CS 1 33 1 33 2 67 I1 33 2 62

T
- - 1 33 3

1

'100 3 100 3 100

A
- - 1 50

r
1 50 I y2 100 .2 109

.

Observes the artist
at work.

P - - 1 50 50 - - - -

1 33 2 67 2
1

67 2 67 - -

T 2 67 1 33 3° 100 67 33.

A - 2 100 2 100 . -
.

Observes the students
working with the
artists.

12

.

- - - i

7 A

,. _

CS
1 33 2 67 2 67 i - - P.I

T. 2 67 1 33 3 100 1 33 -

A 1 50 ' - - 2
r

100
1

1 50
Wma

Obsorves the stn-
dents work that re-
sults from this
AIS torogran Arta.

I

p .. .. . -
>

...

CS -

.

1 (33 - - 1 33

T 1 33

.

67 2 67 67

2 100 50 1 50 1 50 50 1

LIT: P - Principal/CS Curriculzm Specialist/T - Teacher/A Artist
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Findings: Tables 7A, B and C in the basic report show results

from the student attitude scales.

Comparisons of the totP1 scale results for the c.oncept "Myself"

(Table 7A) indicate that there was no statistically significant,

at or below the .05 level, mean shifts. Table 78 shows that there was

one statistically significant mean shift for the concept "School and

Me". Ahe mean value was higher on the posttest than it was on the

pretest. No statistically significant mean shift were found for the

concept "Filmmaking and Me".

It was noted that all of the means were higher for "Filmmaking

and Me" than they were for either of the other two concepts.

Tables F5, F6 and F7 show comparisons ofxesults by
a

scale items.

A review of the student interview data contained in Table F8

shows that, when students were asked to describe what they had just

seen or done, they replied "learned", "fun" and "like".

All ten of the students interviewed knew that the filmmaking

program was going to be in their school that day.

Of those who responded to the attitude items, eight out of nine

indicated positive words when asked how did what they just saw or

did make them feel about themselves, six out of six indicated positive

worts about school, and four out of four indicated positive words

about filmmaking.

Question 5: What are the opinions of principals, curriculum

specialists, teachers and artists abbut the progress of this AIS

Program AraA?

Findings: Table F9 reflebts comparisons of the opinions of the

different respondents on several aspects of the filmmaking AIS Program
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TABLE
ARTISTS - III -THE- SCHOOLS RAM tLUATION

Student Attitude Data
Comparizon of Item Results

AIS Area Filmmokil

Scale ConceptMY8,

Adjective
Pairs

Post Pre
t.

Atitd TOT L
Pre

SE t. p.

a edTOT
os Post

s.f. t. p.
X S.D _X S.D.

SE

X O.D. X S.D. X S.D X S.D.
ISE

,

v

istppy - Sad
.20 .79 .70 .68 9 .86 4.22 .67 c.78 .67 34 .32 ,23 .22 .67 4.3 .71 .20 8 55 .59

Quiet - id
c.20 .63 3.00 .67 9 1.5 3.44 .73 3.00 .71 18 .10 .44 .73 3.2 .67 .28 8 80 .45

Good - Bad 3.50 .97 3.60 .84 9 .56 .5'
,

4.00 .87 3.67 .87 17 $ ..00 .08 .00 .87 1.01 .24 8 .84 .10

3.90 .74 3.90 .32 9 .o 114.11 .60 3.09 .33 22 .00 .35 .11 .61 3.8 .78 .. 69 .51

.17

Fast - Slow

.3 4.11 .78 .89 x.05 .15 8 .513.90 .99 4.00 .82 9 . 4.1 .78 4.00 .87 11 .00Nice - Awful

Big - Small

1

3.60 .70 3.50 .53 . 9 .43 68 c .67 .71 3.561.53 8 . . 3 c .67 .71 3.6' .71 j .24 8 1.0 1.00

Cittd - Cruel 3.90 .99 3.60 .84 . 9 . 4.00 1.12 3.56 .88 3h 8 1 32 23 .00 1,12 3.8
1

1.051.35 g 32

.15

.76

28

00

Strong - Weak 3.90 .74 4.10 .74 .44 .2? .67 4.11 .78 31 8 . 6 .'3
,

.22 .67 3.8' .78 , ;

3.90 .88 3.80 .79 .36 .73 3.89 3.05 3.78 .83 8 . 8 3.89 1.05 3.8 .93 .24 8 8 1
l'itir Unfair

10$.34 3.56 .73 3.33 .50 ,22 P .00 .35'3.56 73 3.7' .83 .28 8 An 45igh - Low 3.70 .82 3.4 .52 S

ike - Dislike 4. .82 3.6' .84 1.0 .3 4.2 .83 3.56 .88 ,41 8 1 63 14 4.22 .83 4,0 .87 1.22 8 1,0 .35

y - Hard i I
1.7r

*0

.95

ti=

3.4 .7o 9 .76 3.33 .00 .71 .41 8 .0 .00 3.33 . n 3,67 1.0 .37 ,89 ...,

1-
IN)0



TABLE
ARTISTS-IN-THE-SCHOOAOGRAM EVALUATION

Student Attitude Data
Comparison of Item Results

LIS Area Fj]011111

Scale Conce;tSchool and Me

Adjective
Pairs

TOUL
Post Pre

d. t.
cl
p.

Degitd TOTAL

SE Li,

IgiedTOT
Post '

d.f. t. p.

X S.D, X S.D.

SE
X S.D. X S.D.

t. D.
X S.D X S.D.

;SE

Happy - Bad 4.00 .82 3.8o .79 .2' 9 80 44 .11 .78 3.89 .18 28 8 .80 .45 4.11 .78 4.11 .78 i.24 8 0 1.00

1441et - Loud 3.40 1.08 2.90 .57 .2. 9 '.2 . .11 1.05 2.89 .60 28 8 .,80 .45 3.11 1.05 3.44 1.13 .24 8

_

1. .20

Good - Bad 3.40 .97 3.80 1.03 .1: 9 ,.45 .0 3.22 1.20 3.89 1.05 24 8 2,.83

-

.02 3.22 1.20 3.44 1.01 .15 8 .51 .17

Fast - Slow 4.10 .57 3.50 .53 .2. 9 .71 .0. 3,67 .87 3.44 .53 28 8 ,8o .45 3.67 .87 4.11 .6o
f

1.29 8 . ,17

Nice - Awful 3.70 .95 4.00 .82 . 9 1.96 .o 4.11 .93 4.00 .87 20 8 ,55 .59 4.11 .93 3.67 1.00'.18 8 ..53 .04

Big - Small 3.70 .82 3.40 .52 .3 9 1.00 .3 3.78 .83 3.44 .53 29 8 1 15 .28 3.78 .83 3.78 .83 .24 8 1 1 00

Kind - Cruel 3.70 .95 3.40, 1.0; .3 .9 .90..39 3.78 1.09 3.33 1.12 29 8 1 51 47 3,78 1, . 3,67 1,00!,31 8 ,36 ,73

97 ,c 4.11 ,78 4,o0 ,50 x.,35 8 ,32 ,

Strong - Weak 3.89 .33 3.22 .67 .2 9 2.81 .0. 4.13 ,84 3.25 ,11 30 8 2

43 8 1 63 14 4-030 ,87 3,67 87 ',24 8 1 4 ,2C
?air - Unfair 3.70 .82 3.40 .72 . 1 9 .76 .47 , .00 .8.. 3,33 ,71

ligh - Low 3.70 .68 3.40 .70 .2' 9 1.1!, 3.89 .78 3.33 .71 41 8 1 35 X21 3,8 ,7t 3,7E 6 ,31 8 ,36 ,73

Ake - Dislike 3.90 .88 4.10 .74 .21 9 1,o(.34 3,89 1,27 4,11 .79 ,36 8 61 ,56 3,8. 1,27 3,85 ,93 ,29 8 oo

Raley - liV 4.00

*Sta.istidallyit

.67 3.30

eigni

.68 .3

ca

9

t

.09

t or

.07

betow

3.00 1.00

the ,05 :

3.22

eveL

.67 .40 8 55 .59 3.00 1.00 4.0( .71 .371 8

6 4

2.6; 03

L.)
-3



TABLE
ARTISTS-IN-THE-SCHOOLS RGRAM EVALUATION

Student Attitude Data
Comparison of Item Results

AIS Area Filmmak410

Scale Concepfilmmaking and Me

Adjective
Pairs

Post
L

Pre -
d. t.

Delayed 1

Post
L

Pre

SE 4 t. p.

DplovedTOTAi
Post

1.f. t. p.

X S.D X S.D.

SE
X S.D. X S.D. X S.D. X S.D.

SE

Happy - Sad
.00 .94 4.20 .79 .31 9 .00 .3 I' 6 .50 4.33 .71 24 8 1 4 .20 4.67 .50 4.11 .93 .38 8 .47 .18

Quiet - Loud 4.00 1.05 3.80 .79 .3 9 .61 .5; 4.22 .67 3.89 .78 24 8 1 41 20 4.22 .67 4.11 1.05;.39 8 .29

1..64

.78

Good - Bad 4.00 .82 4.10 . 9 .5 .51 4.67 .71 4.22 .67 18 8 2.53.04 4.67 .71 4.11 .78 .34 8 .14

Fast - Slow 4.10 .74 4.00 .67 . 9 .5. 59 4,22 .83 4.00 ,71 28 8 ,80 ,45 4,22 ,83 4,11 ,78 31 8 36

?,00

173

108Nice - Awful 4.10 .74 4.20 .63 .2 68 4,44 .53 4.22 ,67 22 8 1,o, ,3! 4,4 .53 4,11 ,78 ;,17 8

Big - Small 3.56 .88 3.56 .73 .1 .0 3.25 1,28 3,63 ,74 42 8 , 9 ,40 3,22 1,20 3.56 ,88',33 8 1,00 05

1(00Kind - Cruel 4.00 .82 4.20 .79 9 .61 56 4,00 1.00 4,22 .83 36 8 .61 56 4,o) 1,00 4.00 ,87 17 8

Strong - Welk 3.90 .74 3.50 .97 ,.3 9 .3 ,2. ,11 .78 3,56 1,01 34 8 1,6 ,1t 4.11 ,78 3,89 ,78 ,22 8 1,00

2,83

,61

,35

.02

156

Pair - unfair 3.80 .92 4.00 .67 .j 9 .56 .59 4.44 ,53 4.00 .71 29 8 1 51 4.44 ,52 3.-8 .97 f,24 8

High - Low 3.70 .82 3.80 .79 .1 9 .56 .59 3.5 1,01 3,78 83 28 8 ,; ,45 3,56 1,01 3,78 ,83 ,36 8

Like - Dia lit - 4.30 .68 4.30 .68 .2 9 .0 loi 3.89 1,45 4.33 ,71 53 8 8 ,43 3,89 1,45 4,33 ,71 ,29 8

C

1,51',17

Easy - Nardi 6 5 4.3o

*Sta

.68 3.90

istilo ly

.88 9 1.5

*

3.33

,D t_

.87

.0

3.89

evel

.93 1'1 .28 3.33 .87 4.3] . 1 .33 8 3.00 .02
._.

1 6
t..,

.)--,



Table F8
STUD= INIERVIEW DATA

Program Area Filmmaking Number of Schools

Number of Students Interviewed 10

2

I. TELL 1 ABCUT C4HAT YOU JUST SAW/DID: (Camara words listed)

Leazned....2

Like... .2

2. DID YOU KNOW THAT (this program) ;M GOING TO BE IN YOUR SCHOOL MDAY?

10 Yes

No

3. MN DID MAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL AB TT YCUFSEIF?

POSITIVE 8

NO DIFFERENT 1

NEGATIVE

4. B31 DID ClIg2 YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL ABOUT saicau

PC6ITIVE 6

NO DIFFERENT

NEGATIVE

S. FEW DIP ViHAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL ABOUT Filmmaking ?

POSITIVE 4

NO DIFFERENT -

NEGATIVE

167
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TABU F9
ARTISTS-IN-TIM-SCHOOLS EVALUATION

A Comparison end Analysis of Opinions on the Progress of the Program

AIS Program Area Filmmaking

N/R 2- 2..

,
_I

N '%
Total

f X S.D.

, Position
1- 111.111111.1111

1.) How well were you oriented to or
trained for AIS?

(Very Well - Not at all)

1 Principal 1 100 - - - .

. - -

1
Curt*. Elnec.,

Teacher

1

-

50

-

1

1

50

33

-

1 33

-

_

-

1

-

33

4.50 0.71

2.67 1.53
-

- Artist 1 50 - 50 1.41

_ _ 7
-2.) How do you feel about AIS?

(Very good,- Very bad)

1 Principal 1 100 - __
1

Curr. Spec. 2 100 - - _ - -

- Teacher 2 67 1 33 - - - - - 4.67 0.58

- Artist 1 50 1 50 - - 0.4
....---- ---.....-

3.) How do you feel about yourself as
a result of AIS?

(Very Good - Very Bad)
i

1
.PrincI al 1 100 IIIII - -

1 Curr. Spec. 2 100 - - _

Teacher 3 100 - - -

- ARtist 2 100 - - - -

- _ -

........

h.) How has AIS affected your attitude
toward schools?

1 PrAncipal 1 100 - -

1 Curr. 8..c. 1 50 1 50 - - - - 4.50 0.71

- Teacher 1 33 1 33 1 33 - - I;.00 1.00
-1(Positive - Negative)

- Artist - 2 100 = - -.-----t--
5.) To involved Principal , -- - 1 100what extent are you

' in AIS?

(Very Much - Not at all)

1 Curr. Speci6 - ^ 1 50 , ,
,- "

, 3.50 0,71

Teacher

.

33 - ^ 2 67 r. 3.67 1,1E

-

g.....LIEringosi_

2

Artist 100 , r. r

6.) How satisfactory has been the
pas ftandIng?

_

Curr. Spec.

___
- 1 100 , , , , , , , , ;

1 100 - - _ - - - -

(Very Satisfactory - Unsatisfactory_ 2 Teacher - 1 100 - - - - -

168 A444. - "' 2 100 " ..

I g9
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. _
.

Position
, S.D.

7.) Now readily availao/f. ha ". materials 1 Principal _ - - - 1 100 - - - - -
for AIS been? 1 Curr. S ee 2 100 - - - - - - - - -

(Readily Avail. - Not at all)
1 Teacher 2 100 - - - - - - - - -

Artist 1 50 1 50 - - - - - 4.50 0.71

2 ac - - - - - - - -
8.) What is your overall rating of

this AIS program area?

(Very High - Very Low)

1 Curr. Spec 1 50 1 50 - - - - - - .50 0.71

'Teacher 2 67 - - 1 33 - - - - 4.33 1.16

- Artist 1 50 . 1 50 - - - - - - 4.50 0,71

9.) Has AIS affected the students
general school achievement?

(A great deal - Not at all)

alPrincipal P. - - -
.
- , ^ -

purr. Spec 1 100 , , , T. , c ,

- Teacher 2 67 r. .. 1 33 r r r 4,33 1,16

1 Artist 1 100 - - '^ - R R R

10.) Has AIS affected the students arts
achievement?

(A great deal - Not at all)

2 Principal , ,. , ,. - ^
.6

" " r r.

2 Curr. Spec , , , , 1 100 ,-, r, c ,

____T___

,

Teacher 1 50 - , 1 50 , , - , 4,00 1.41

. Artist 2 100 .. - , ^ r r r R R

11.) Has AIS affected the-general
community?

(A great deal - Not at all)

) Principal , , , ., 1 100 r T. r r r

1 Curr. Spec 1 50 1 50 - , R r rY" h 50 0 71

- *cher - , 1 33 - r 1 33 1 33 2,33 1,53

- Artist. 2 100 .-. -. r,

12.) Has AILS affected the school
community?

(A great deal - Not at all)

Principal - .. , , , " , 1 10' r.

2 Curr. Spec
1 100 - r. ..., 1. ,, , r r T,

_ Teacher 1 33 1 33 r r r r 1 33 3,33 2,08

_ Artist 1 50 - , , 1 50 r r 3.50 2,12

13.) Has AIS affected the basic
educational program?

( A great deal - Not at all)

1 Principal , , , r r 1 101 r
.

1 Curr. Spec 1 50 - , , , c., g, 1 50 3.00 2 83

- Teacher 1 33 2 * 67 r r r r 4,33 0.58

...

1

rtiit

Principal

... .. "

,

r,

,

2

-

101 c.. =
'n

si
14.) Has A1S affected the arts program?

(A great deal - Not at all)

--= t---

2 rr. Spec - , " ,. 1 101 .- ,

- alher 2 67 - - - - ... 1 33 3.67 2.31

- rtist 2 100 - - - _ - - - - -
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1111

.

NR Position
T

1 2 . 1 TntAl

S.D.
, 411% N o

A
I.

N , % N % N
II,

I(

4

To extent are attemrts being 2 - - - -
-'

-
,

-
4

- _ - .- , .15.) what
made to provide the students 2

. SpecCurr. 100 - - - - - - - - -
with similar experiences as
those provided by the AIS programq?

2 Teacher - - 1 100 - - - - - - - -
'

Artist ... - - - - - 1 100 -. - -(A great deal - Not at till: I

16.) To what extent do products
result from AIS?

(A great deal - Not at all)

2 Principal - -
-.

- - - - - - - - - -,

2 Curr. Spec 1 100 - - - - - - - - - -

.313 Teacher 2 67 - - - - - - 1 33 3.67

-

r

Artist 1 50 - - 1 50 - - - - 4.50 0.71

17.) To what extent are the products
ul.ed/circulated/observed?

(A great deal - Not at all)

- Principal - - - - - - - - - - -

1 Curr. Spec. 1 50 1 50 - - - - , , 4.50 0.71

2 Teacher 1 100 - - -- 4. P. 4. 4. 4. el r.--

- Artist 1 50 1 50 - -
... - - - 4.50 0.71
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TABLE .F10

ARTISTS -IN -THE -SCHOOLS EVALUATION

Responses to Questions Concerning Training and Eackgrow43
in AIS

AIS Program Filmmaking

136

Position ears S.D. i#Resond. N/R
.p . e .. many years ve t Principal 1.0'

-schools in which you have worked offered
this AIS prograa area?

Cum'. Spec. 1.00 0.00

Teacher 1.33 0.58 3

Artist 5.00 0.00 2

With what other AIS Program areas have
you been involved? "

Position
Number

Indicating
% of those
Rpsnondinir

ARLniTtCTURE

Principal
Curr. Spec.

Teacher

-'w-mmimmarincipal

Artist

1

0

inn

..1111..........

_

DANCE
Cum Spec. 1 11

Teacher
,

Artist 1 50

FICTION-WRITING

Principal

Curr. Spec.

Teacher 1 33

Artist

Principal

1 --,-1.----2-.

rumkiam
Curr. Spec.

Teacher

Artist

MUSIC

Principal

Curr. Spec.

Teacher

Artist

PROTOGRAPET

........mm.........m..-1
Principal

Curr. Spec.

Teacher

Artist
.

,.,

POETRY

411

Princi al

Curr. Spec.

Teacher 33

Artist 1
[

50
WP

THEATRE
.

Principal 1 100

Curr. Stec."'-
Teacher

) 1 Ii________
1 33

Artist

Irv,4

I 4 1 50



Position. YES NO
137

your undergradi Ate

ation program
ilclris orientation to
an AIS program?

Save you, within

the last five years
elected to pursue
fur.ner education in
the arts?

Principal

Cur?. Svec.

Teacher

Artist

33

33

1 50

Princi al

Curr. Spec

T

33

33

To vtat chant dg you
think that 411 inservice
t.ining program in the
integration of the AIS
Program into the curri-
culum would benefit
you and the students?

o a great extent Not at all
5

N
3

N % N
2 1.

fi %

Principal 2

Curr. Spec. 33

Teacher 2 6r 1

Artist 50 1

111
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Area.

A majority of the respondents agreed that they feel very good

about the filmmaking AIS Program, that they feel very good about

themaelss as a result of the filmmaking AIS Program, and that it has

affected their attitude toward schools in a positive direction.

No clear pattern emerged on the remainiqg aspect due to the

small number of respondents.

Additional Findings

Table F10 refl. 3 the responses to question concerning training

and background in AIS. Again, no clear pattern emerged due to the

low number of respondents.

17c
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Music

Subjects

Of the total in-school surveys made (951), those for music (263)

represent 28%. The numbers of resnondents by category are: principals -31,

curriculum specialists - 31, teachers - 36, artists - 31 and students -134.

In addition, 21 parents, 17 mothers and 4 fathers, were surveyed via

telephone. These parents were among those of students surveyed who were

selected at random to have their parents surveyed.

Process Evaluation

Msplementation Evaluation

Question 1: To what extsnt is this AIS Program Area being in-

tegrated into the regular curriculum?

UnAirait: Table M1 reflects that the respondents agreed that the

music AIS Program is being integrated into the regular music curriculum.

74ere also appears to be agreement among the respondents that the music

AIS Program is not, to any substantial degree, being integrated into the

regular mathematics, natural sciencel or social sciences curriculum.

However, a majority of the teachers felt that the music AIS Program was

being egratod into the regular art and language arts programs.

Question 2: What are the roles of the in-schc respondents in in-

tegrating this AIS ^' gram Ares into the regular cu,..._4.culum?

Findings: A review of Table M2 reveals that there was agreement

among the respondents, except the artists, that the curriculum specialists

provide technical as-istance, work with others to integrate the music

program into the regular curriculut, evaluate the extent to which the

music AIS Program has been integrated into the regular curriculum and plan

ways to integrate the AIS music program into the regular curriculum.

177
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TAM

ARTISTS-Ii-THE-SCHOOLS FROQRAM !VALUATION

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Quee.;ion:

Number 1: "To What Extent is this AIS Program Area
Bei-I Integrated. into tne legular Curriculum?"

AIS AREA Music

140

Curriculum
Areas

7;
t4

gni

u 4 great extent Nt at Totem

X

c.

S,D,

k

5 4
1

ANIBINFJEIINFSIMIMNIIII
2 1110 11 rimi 11

mraminiimiwinmn
37 3 10 3 0

lia1111.1 2 7 7 26 7 1121111101111 15 I7 P
13 4, 12 14 42 1 3 II 0 ..2 1.10

p

1

15

p
50 11 37

1

3

33

10

-

-

-

-

I1 3

1 0

c.
.30

..

0.92

--
9

-- *4.

16 57 7 25 5 18 - .3; 0.79 3

T 2z b3 4 11 5 14 - - 4 1 .14 1.35 1
Musicosic--Music

5 71 1 14 14 I - .43 1.13 1

P 2 6 10 32 12 39 23 - 3.13 0.88
_

ml 3 11 13 46 7 25
..

11 2 T 3,43 1.07

T 12 38- 6 19 10 31 2 6 12 5 .75 1.22

4

-
1 20 2 40 - - /

Meth Atic

P MI 1 3 10 29 10 1

- - 1 ,4 6 23 7 2- 12 46 .85. 0.93CS

6 3 9 8

4

25 8 25 11 :4 .28 1.22 4

A M. 1 33 2 67 1.33 0.58 2E

3 10 10 32 9 29 8 26 2.36 1.08

Natural
Sciences

CS

T

ERE
1

1

9

4 6 22 7 26 111 41 2.11 1.22

29 7 23 1 3 13 42 2.489 1.39 5

A 1 11111 -

6

-

1y

1 25 - - 2 50 2.50 1.51 27

6 12 39 _ 26 1 10 2.87 a..06

,Amalal
11114124411

CS IIIII 4 15 10

5

38

16

1

3

4

10

I 9

1 9

e
29

2,58

2 87

1.33

1.43

5
5T 10 11 35

3_ 1 33 1 33 2.67 2.08 2E
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TABLE

Artists-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question:

Number 2: "What are Your Roles and What are the Roles of
the Following Personnel in Intetrating thi: AIS
Program into the Regular Curriculum?"

ALS Ares Music

141

Roles

.

4.I ,

Principal -

..*

Curr. Spec. Teachers ;Students Artists

1 ! N :% of

1Respon. :

N , % a
I Respon.

N % of N
Respcm?

,

of N
espon.

% o
Reap

Provides technical
assistance

P
I

18 1 58 I 23 74 12 - 39 19 11 35

CS 7 23 21 68 13 42 2 6 i7 55

T 6 17 19 53 21 58 5 14 15 42

4 13 10 32 13 42 1 3 8 26

rks with o. hers

integrate pro-
Illea into

regular curri-
culum.

39 26 84 ?A 68 5 16 i 6 19

19 25 i 81 18 58 6 10 32

T
1 19 22 1 61 28 78' 8 4 - 11

A 7

1

[ 23 9 29 14 45 3

4

1

i

10
.6

1 1 4

3 -

19

13

-

Evaluates the 1

extent to which
the AIN program
area has been
integrated into
the rgular
currieculum .

....,

AISPlans

ways to
integrate

rogram into
the

p
e'regular

cu

hrriculum.

P 21 68 21 .4 68

21 : 68 I 10

61

32CS 12 I 39

T 9 25 25 1 69 28 79 6 17 4 11

13 10 32 10 32 13 3 10

14 I 15 24 77 24 77 10 10

12 39 24 77 2 68 6 4 13

T ' T 19
i

°22 61 26 72 9 25 7 19

A I 6 19 10 32 9 29 - - 23

Attempts to ? 8 26 . 1

I

1

16 52 25 81 1 3 1 3

integrate A13
program Wiltil cm! 6 19 17 55 24 77 4 13 5 16

regular
8

1

Aculum. It 3 I.

4----
12 33 31 86 7 19 17

b A 5 16 10 32 1, 12 39 - - !

6 19

Kor P Pritc:14;a1;r:S ;urriculum SpecislistiT - 7,scher! A -
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There was agreement, also, that the teachers work with other., to in-

tegrate the program into the regular curriculum and plan and attempt

to integrate the music AIS Program into the regular curriculum.

Question 3: To what extent are the operations involved in de-

livering this AIS Program Area efficient?

Findings: Table M3 clearly indicates that the respondents agreed

that the operations involved in delivering the music AIS Program are

efficient.

_ Question 4: What are the roles of the in-school respondents in de-

livering this AIS Program Area?

Findings: Table M4 shows that there was agreement among the

respondents that the curriculum specialists provide technical assistance

and observe the artist at work. There was agreement, for the most part,

that teachers participate in the program (only 42% of the artists in-

dicated this role for the teachers), ob "erve the artist at work, observe

the students working with the artists, and observe the students work

that results from this AIS Program Area. The respondents agreed that the

students participate in the program aad observe the artist at work.

Press Evaluation

Question 1: To what extent are the objectives explicated for this

AIS Program Area being met?

Findings: For most of the music AIS Programs visited, the inter-

viewees indicated that the objectives were being met. 'Table M5 reflecti

the responsed concerning the objectives. A notable exception was that

not all of the students in grades K-3 Attended the concert. This may be

an impossible objective given circumstances beyond the school's control,

e.g. illness of students.

Question 2: To what extent does this AIS Program Area eve students

the opportunity to use basic sk....11s creatively.

1 50



TABLE M3

Artists-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question:
Number 3: "To What Extent is This AIS Program Area

Bain( Delivered Efficiently?"

AIS Area: Music

143

Operation
'ic

ca

at

17.,'

.4
8
a

V0 Ef __. N.t at all s ficient

omme

Total
11/14

5 4 2 1 ; S.D.
N N N % If %

Artists moving
in and out of
school.

-.......

P 20 65 9 29 1 c 1 3
14'55-

.72

CS 20 71 7 25 1 4 - - 1- - 4.68 D.55

T 29 83 5 14 1 3 - ,.. - - .80 .47 1

A 25 89 2 17 - -
I

-
6

- .82 6.61 3

0 26 79 4 12 1 3 1 3 1 1 3 .61 ).93 0

School's choice
of performance
place.

1110

P 14 45 13 42 3 10 1 3 - - .29 1.78 -

CS 15 54 11 39 2 7 - - - - .46 ).64 3

T 27 75 6 17 2 6 - . 1 3 .61 0.84 -

A 16 57 T 25 3 11 1 4 1 4 .29 1.03

.

3

0 15 45 9 27 7 21 2 6 - .12 0.96 -

School's readiness
of performance
area.

p 19 61 8 26 , 4 13 - - - - 4.48 0.12 -

CS 20 71 5 18 3 11 1-- - - 4.61 0.69 3

31 89 4 11 - - - - - - 4.b9 G.32 1

A 22 79 4 14 1 4 - - 1 4 4,64 OM 3

0 28 85 4 12 - - 1 3 - - .79 0.60 -

- - - - - 4.48 0.51P 14 48 15 52
i

.Student disciplin
by school
personnel. 19 70 8 30 - - 4 .70 0.47 4.

T 25 69 '.0 28 1 3 - - - .67 0.54 -
.

A 15 54 9 32 3 11 1 4 - .3 0.83

13 39 12 36 7 21 1 3 - .12 0.86 -

gey: P - Principal
CS - Curriculum Specialist
T - Teacher
A - ArtIpt
0 - Observer
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TABLE M4

Artists-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation
A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Quration:

Number 4; "What Are Your Roles. and What are the

Roles of the Following Personnel is the
Mechanics of Delivering thin AIS Program?"

AIS Area: Music

144

Roles

,

Principal

.

Curr. Spec. Tea iers Students J.Artists

% of

Rsr Port.

N $ of

earPont
-

% of
Respon.

N % of
Respon,

N % of
Respon,

N

Provides technical
assistance.

.

P 16

.

52 22 71 14 45 6 19 9 29

CS
26 22 71 9 29 5 16 14 45

T
T

t

19 18 50 14 39 1 36

A 11 35 14 45 12 39 .., - 14 45

7,..-ticipates in
program.

4111

P r+
t.) 26 11 35

1

k

20 65 24 TT 21 68

29
1.-

14 45 21 68 25 81 24 TT

T 8 22 11 31 19 '53 28 T8 26 T2

A
3 10 8 26 13 42 22 71 21 68

Observes the artist
at 'fork.

ftw............

Observes the students
vorkirg with the
artists.

.

0
25 81 23. T4 28 90 28 9C T 23

CS 19 61 25 81 28 90 2T 8T 9 29

T 17

I

47 24 6T 36 100 35 97 12 1 11

A 13 42 18 58 23 74 24 77 6 19

P 22 71 23 T4 2T 87' 11 35 8 26

CS 13 42 19 61 25 81 I 7 23 6 19

,5 42 15 42 2T T5 16 44 10 28

A 6

.-

19 14 45 17 65 2 6 2 6

1

Observes the stu-
den.' vork that re-
sults from this
AIS Program Ares.

..Ali_L_.

P 15 48 16 52 29 96 6 19 2 6

CS 13 42 20 65 25 81 1 3 2 6

T 10 28 05 33

r

92 5 14 5 14

8 26 j it 35 23 T4 3

Key:, P - Principal/CS - Curriculum SpetialistiT - Teacher/A - Artist
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IND:En:CM PFCGRAM AREA EVALUATICH: Music

21 Bola:1°17s
TABLE M5

. Did all students in K-3 in the school attend this concert?

. Hive the its demonstrated
f of

verbally or in writing a familiarity with the
amilies instusnents of the symp hony orchestra?

145

1990

24

Have the students demonstrated verbally or in writing a know
ilities of the ins ?

nledge of the rages
and capabtruments

. Was time provided for the students to talk with the perfotmers?



146

Findin%s: These findings are inc146ed with tkose presented for

Question 5.

Question 3: Are the music AIS presentations appropriate to the ages

of the students involved?

Findings: Data collected for and from students in K-3 seem to

indicate that the music AIS Programs presented are fppropriate for the

ages of the studrants/Rowever,the question was not asked directly.

Question 4: Are these changes in the students' attitudes toward self,

school, and this AIS Program area after the AIS presentation?

Findings: Tables 7A, E and C in the basic report show results

from the student attitude scales.

Comparisons of the total scale results for the concept "Myself" (Table

7A) indicate that th -e was one statistically,significant, at or below the

0 .05 level, positive mean shift. The mean scale score on the posttest was

higher than that or, the pretest relative to the concept "Myself". Tables

75 and 7C reflect no statistically significant shifts tn the students'

attitudes toward the concept "School and Ma" and Music and Me".

It was noted that all of the means were higher for "Music and Me" than

they were for either of the other two concepts.

Tables M6, Mr/ and MB show comparisons of results by scale items

A review of the student interview data contained in Table M9 shcis

that, when students were asked to describe what they had just seen Or done,

the most `requently used words were "like", "good" and '.earned". Of the

133 students interviewed 77 or 58% indicated that they knew the music AIS

program was going to be in their school that day.

Of those who respoded to the attitude items, 51 or 91% indicated

positive words when asked how did what they just saw or did make their feel lip

184
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TABLE
ARTISTS-IN-TRE-SCH0011,1TOORAN EVALUATION

Student Attitude Data
Comparison of Item Results

AIS Area_ Musidli

Scale Coneeptleelf

Adjective

Pairs

4. L
Post Pr

d. .

De:itd TOTAL
Pre

SE 1.f. t. p.

.gledPOTAt
Post

4.f. t. p.

X S.D X SAL
BE

X S.D. X S.D. X S.D. X S.D.

SE

Happy - Sad 4.02 .97 3.75 .91

.091,

3.00.$ 3.82 .87 3.72 .89 ,08 1.05 1. :3.82 . -7 3.9E .97 .11 k.05 1474 .16

Quiet - Loud 3.68 1.12 3.52 .97 . .0 3.52 .95 3.47 1.01 .11 1,0) .4 3,52 .95 3.6E 1,13 41 1,05 1,3 ,19

Hood - Bad 3.84 1.01 3.82 .93 .11 1 3

.23 .82

3.83

.

.95 3.74 .94 42,1.0 ,8 .4 3.63 ,95 3,7E 1,01 ,10 1,05 150 ,62

Fast - Slow 3.66 1.18 g,59 1.22 .12 1. 2 .64 . 2

3.8]

1,01 3.68 1.13 10 1,05 1, 3,81 1,01 3,64 1,19 ,11 :,04 113
i -

Nice - Awful
.16 .96 4.01 .99 A8 1.44 1,p-

06
+

4.00 .94 4.01 .98 11 1.05 .1 .8 4.o0 .94 4.14 .99 .09 105 1.5 .13

15.4 - Small 3.52 1.30 3.35 1.23 .1(' .132

.

1

1.61
11

3.30 1.22 3.36 1.21

,

.15 101 .4 .6. 3.31 1.23 1.50 -27 .16 .05 1.2 .23

Kind - Cruel 3.92 1.09 3.87 1.09.11132 .49 .6 4.15 .89 3.9 1.09 10 105 1.4 .0. 4.15 .89 1.93 1.05 .12 105 1.8 .07

,

Strong - Weil( 3.96 1.05 3.69 1.09 .1( 13B 2.r1

021.1

3.91 .99 3.68 .09 11 105 2.1 .0 3.91 .99 3.91 1.09 .12 105 ,0 1,00

Pair - Unfair 4.02 1.0 3.99 1.03.10 133.36 .72 4,0 1,03 4.00 ,98 12 105 ,66 ,51 4,08 1.03 4.01 10.1 ,i3

1

105. 52 61

High - Low 3.56 1.1 3.45 1,11..1:133 .95 ,34 3,42 1,04 3.48 1.16 .15 105 ,3 ,7i 3,42 1,04

\

3,54,1,14 ,12 105 , ,36

--

Like - Disiike 3.91 1.1' 3.87 1.08 .11.1K .41 .6E 4,00 1,01 3,83 1.08 .1'3 105 1,;5
0.8

4.00 1.01 3,89 1,20 .12 105 ,94 ,35

Easy - Hai-d

-
3.56

*sts

1.2

kipti.A.

3.62 1.11

,

.12 133 .4E.63

'

3.46

't 401 I

1.03

a

3:56 1.08 .13 105 .76 .45 3,46 1.03 3.59 1.18

A

0.4

186
io5 .92 .36

H
V-



TABLE
ARTISTS-IN-THE-SCHOOALORAM EVALUATION

Student Attitude Data
Comparison of Item Results

Area Music.

School and MeScale Concept

Adjective

Pairs

Post Pr
SE

.11133

d.f

1P

t.

.59.56

.3t

p.

.7(

DeMitd TOTAL
Pre

HE

.13

d.f.

105

t.

1.56.12

.

DguedT0T4
Post

i.f.

L05 .10

P.

.283.95

S.D

1.09 4.01

S.D.

1.08

X cIB.D.

3.8 1.11 4.00

S.D.

1.07 3.80

S.D.

1,11 3.94

S.D.

1.06;.13

SE

Happy - Sad

Quiet - Loud
..

3.59 1.15 3.62 i,,13,.11 3.51 1.05 .67 1.14 .12 104 1.34.18 3.52 1.05 3.55 1.15',12 105 .24 ,81

Good - Bad 4.01 .98 3.94 .96 .8;133.91 .36 3.89 .93 3.89 .98 ,09 105 .0 1.0( 3.89 .93 3.94 1,00.11,

1

105 .50 .62

Past - Slow 3.82 1.05 3.62 1.24 11 133 1.8B .C7

3.67

1.11 3.69 1.22 .13
I

105 .07'.94 3.68 1.113,79 1,05 i,ll 105 1,0 ,32

Nice -Awful 4.03 1.07 4.10 1.05 10 131 .65 .5 4.00 1.05 4.13 1,02 .12 105 1.1,,27 4.w 1,05 4,00 1,07 . .105 ,o 1,0t

,14 105 79 43Big - Small 3.53 1.22 .37 1.21 )9 33 1.75.08 3.43 1.20 3.36 1.21

1

.14 105 .55 .59 3,43 1.20 3,55 1,21

4.05 .97 3.86 1.16 ,12 105 1,05 4( 4,05 .97 3.92 1,09 1,11 105 1,07 ,21Kind - Cruel 3.95 1.1 3.85 1.13 1 .34

Strong - Weak 3.80 1.1 3.69 1,1 .09 13 1.14,2!3.89 1,05 3,66 1.13 .11 104 2,09 0' 3,8'
.---

1,05 317( 1,141,12 105 1 02 ,31

Pair - Unfair 3.97 1. 3.93 1.20 .12 13' .31,4'76 4.00 1.04 3.91 1.20.14 105 ,69 .49 4,01 1,04 3.87 1,1 ,12 105 ,G7 ,29

Nigh - Low 3.53 1.1 3.62 1.1,.09 33 .94 .35 3,37 1,06 3.64 1,09 .13 105 2,0,03 3,37 1,06 3,47 1,15 0.3 105 ,83 ,41

Like - Dislike 3.94 1.1 3.87 1.21 .1, 131.69 .49 3,93 1,13 .90 ,20 ,15 I0 ,25 ,80 3.93 1,13 3192 1,18 ,12 105 ,08 ,91

&Kay - Hark ,..

1 /

3.48 1.2

*Statimti
t

3.51 1.18 .1 $33.27

ally shini lc t tt o-

.79

be

3.58

.ow tie

1.04

.05

3.43

Level

1.17 . 4 105 1.04.30 3.58 1.04 3.43 1.24 .13

8a

105 1.0 .29



TABLE
ARTISTS-IN-THE-SCHOOALGRAM EVALUATION

Student Attitude Data 11,

Comparison of Item Results

4-

AIS Area Music

Scale Concept Music and Me

Adjective
Pairs

Post Pre
d. t.

Delayed TOTAL
Post Pre

.f t. p.

14.11edTOT
Post

d.f. t. p.

X S.D
.

SE

X S.D. X S.D.
SE

X S.D. X

SE
S.D.

1

i

Happy - Sad
4.19 1.06 4.32 .88 .0.13

.1113

1.4:.1,

.07

4.2, .92 4.29 .91 12 105 .56 :57 4.23 .92 4.18 1,03!,12 105 .3 .70

Quiet z. Loud 3.69 1.22 3.68 1.2 94 3.75 1.02 .75 1.24 14 105 ,07 .95 3,75 1.02 3,71 1,21 ,13 105 ,36 ,72

Good - Bad 4.19 .98 4.2$ .88 08 13 i .o 4.04.,95 4.26 .89 12 105

,

1,9

*

,05 4,04 ,95 4,11 1.00 .12 05 ,64 .52

Fast - Slow 3.60 1.24 3.63 1.22%11 13 .35 73 3.71 1.05 3.66 1.19 12 105 .39 70 3.71 1,05 3.65 1.20 .13 105 .45 765

.16Nice - Awful 4.30 .93 4.31 .95 .0 13 .21 .81, 4.06 .96 4.32 .93 12 105 2.21.03 4.06 .96 4,2 .96 .13 105 1,43

Big - Small 3.30 1-12,3.47 1.27.11 131.6 .10 3.47 1.11

1---

.95

3.43

1.98

1.25

r

1,20

14

.11

104

05

,27

,51

.78

,61

3.48 1,12 3,31 1.26 .13 105 1.28 .20

Kind - Criel 4.01 1.1( 3.94 4.23 .0'13 ,73 .47 4.04 4,04 95 ,Q1 1,04 ,11 105

105

2 ,79

Strong - Weak 3.83 1.1] 3.80 1.1'.10 11.31 .76 3,98 99 3,75 1.16 ,13 105 1.7 .08 3,98 ,99 3,82 1,08 ,13 1,25 ,21

,19.64,10 4,02 i,05 4.03 1,04 ,13 105 107 ,94 4.02 1,05
' , 8 ,92 12 105 1,31

Fair - Unfair
4.21 .90 4.07 1.0 .38 is

High - Low 3.75 1.11 3.57 1.30 .1 1.6_.11 3.54 1.09 3.57 1.28 ,13 105 ,21 ,83 3,54 1,09 3,67 1,14 15 105 ,88 ,38

Like - Dislike 4.0 105 3.93 1.28 .13 1.3 ,18 .04 1,13 3.92 1,26 ,16 105 ,7 ,47 4,04 1,13 4,06 1,06 12 105 16 ,8b

Easy - Hard 3.5

'St*
1.23

isticmlly
3.6(

fignific
1.17 .1113

t
I.2.

o

21

beL)w

3.55

th

1.14

.05 level.

3,52 1,18 14 05 .53 ,60 3,55 1,14 3.57 .
19 ,13 105 .14

1 %I

.85

,-.

I'
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about themselves, 39 or 78% indicated positive words when asked how did

40
what they just saw or did make them feel about school, and 54 or 93%

indicated positive words when asked how did what they just saw or did

make them feel about music.

Question 5: What are the opinions of principals, curriculum

specialists, teachers, and artists about the progress of this AS Program

Area?

Findings: Table MIO reflects calparisons of the opinions of the

different respondent groups on several aspects of the music AIS Progtam

Area. r

A majority of the respondents agreed that they feel very good about

the music AIS program, that they feel very good about themselves as a result

of the music AIS program, and that the overall rating of the music AIS

program is "very high". Most of the responde_t indicated that the music

AIS Program had affected their attitude toward schools in a positive di-

rection that they were very much or much involved in the music AIS Program

and that the music AIS program has affected the arts program a great deal

or nearly so.

A majority of the respondents, except thaartists, indicated that they

had no or very little orientation to or training for the music AIS Program.

Additional Findings

Table reflects the responses to questions concerning training and

background in AIS.

There was agreement among the respondents that an inservice education

program in the integration of this AIS program into the regular curriculum

would benefit them and the students.

Table 11 in the basic report shows the results of the data collected

from the parents concerning this program.
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Program Area Music

Table M9

STUDENT INTERVIEW DATA

Number of Schools 27

4

Miter of Students Interviewed 133

1. TELL t ABCUT ;VAT YOU JUST SAW/DID: (Ccatrcn wards listed)

Gcod....6

Like. ...12

Nioe....2

learned. .. . 4

Enio5

Fun....:.

Neat...1

Interesting....1

2. DID YOU KNOW 'TEAT (this program) WAS GO= 19 BE IN YOUR SC ROCIL 'I AY?

t
77 Yes

56 No

IEW DID PEAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL ABCCT YOURSELF?

POSITIVE_U____
ND DIFP'ERENT -

NEGATIVE 5....-

4. ini DID SCAT YCU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL ABOUT Sarni.?

posrrvE 39

NO DIFFERENT 6

NEGA17VE 5

5. 101 DID ;MAT YOU JtET SAW/DID MAKE YCU FEEL AP= Music ?

POSITIVE 54

NO =PERM' 2

NEGATIVE 2

192
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4 TABLE Milk
ARTISTS -IN- THE - SCHOOLS EVALUATION,

A Comparison and Analysis of Opinions on the Progress of the Program

AIS P-ogram Area Music

N/R Position 111111111 h 111E111111 To
N IIMAIII N a $ N N , % X S.D.____

___
1.) Now well were you oriented to or - Principal 4 13 3 10 11111135 11 35 2.58 1.147trained for AIS?

:. 19 14 52 1,96 1.2;
(Very Well-, Not at all) 1 TeacLer 6 16 1111112 4 3 lo 1 2.72 1.yi

- Artist 16 64 3 MIMI ; NNI I 4,12 1.4;

- Principal M MIMIIIIIII I ,2.) How do you feel about AIS? 28 90 1 -

Cum. Spec. 23 85 11 1 4 - - _ -81 0...4(
(Very good - Very bad) Teacher 32 97 1 3 _ _ _ _ 4.94 0.35

- Artist 24 .6

3.) How do you feel about yourself as Principal 18 62 . 21 5 _- 1

a result of AIS? 7 Curr. Spec, 14 8 21 5 - - 4 8 0.82

Teacher 78 9 4 - - 4. 0.7(Very Good - Very Bad)

ARtist 23 1 4 - - - h.Q6 0.2C

Principal 14 52 1 11 10 - - 4.15 bo9h.) how has AIS affected your attitude
toward schools? 5 Curr. Spec 12 h6 5 19 9 35 - _ 4.12 ).9]

Teacher 16 8 i 12 13 - - 4.9 0.9`(Positive - Negative)
1

Artist 9 8 19 38, 4 17 2 8 - 4.04 0.9(
eramr...

t19 113 045.) To what extent are you involved
is AIS?

4 Curr, Spec 14 15 7 26 3 11 3,85 1.2:

(Very Much - Not at all) . 5 16 1 11 33 9 ,
1,09 1,1E

20 80 12 8 12 g, .- r. 4,68 0,16__ ___ __ _ _ ______

1, "
,6.) How satisfactory has been The 9 8 36 5 23 1 5 23

Ala funding? 12 Curr. Spec. 5 26 3 16 1 26 4 Li all___1.1
tvelbostisractory - Unsatisfactory_ 22 Teacher 1 9 1 9 I 3 27 9 2..4 1.1:

is A 1.4 4 ...4. 7 11 1 5 8 38 2 10 3 14 313A 1.0



III
.

NB Position -ii Iv-if ;

N :4 N % N % 1( S.D.

.1.) How readily available have materials 4 Principal 8 30 10 37 30
.

- - 1 4 3.09 0.97

for *IS bean?
- 7 Curr. Spec 7 29 6 25 8 33 1 4 2 8 3.63 p1.21

1.33
(Readily Avail. - Not at 5 !reacher 3 11 5 18 8 29 5 18 7 25 2.71

.,' all)
12 Artist

Principal
6

24

46

77

-

6 19

2

1

15

3

- .. 5 38

-

3.15

4.IA-

1.91

0,51
8.) What is your overall rating of

3 Curr. Spec 24 86 3 11 1 4 - - 4.79 0.63
this AIS program area?

- Teacher 31 94 1 3 1 3 ., - 4.91 0.38

(Very High - Very Lou)
Artist 20 80 4 16 1 14 - 4.76 0.52

9.) Has AIS affected the students
..,, general athool achievement?

(A great deal -,Not at all)

Principal 2 8 13 52 7 28 2 8 1 14 3.52 0,92

6 Curr. Spec 2 8 6 24 9 36 5 20 3 12 2,96 1.14

4 Teacher 5 17 8 28 10 34 3 10 3 10 3.31 1,20

19 Artist - - 4 67 2 33 , - 4,33

3,86

11,03

10,7610.) Has AIb affected the students arts
achievement?

(A great deal - Not at all)

Principal 5
1

18 15 54 7 25 1 4 ,

6 Curr. Spec 4 16 7 28 12 48 i 4 1 4 3.48 0,96

2 Teacher 6 19 12 39 10 32 2 6 1 3 3,65 0.99

18 Artist 6 86 1 14 , r r 4,86 0138

11.) Has AIS affected the general
community?

(A great deal - Not at al?)

Principal 5 19 7 26 8 30 5 19 2 7 3,30 1,20

8 Curr. Spec 3 13 3 13 10 43 3 13 4 17 2.91 1.24

9 Teacher 1 14 6 25 6 25 7 29 4 17 2,71 1..16

-

17 Artist 2 25 2 25 3 38 - - 1 13 3.50 1.31

12.) Has AIS affected the school
community?

`(A great deal - Not at all)

12 Principal 8 28 6 21 9 31 5 17 1 3 3,52 1,18

4 Curr. Spec 3 11 13 48 4 15 3 11 4 15 3,30 1,27

3 frttacher 4 13 9 30 11 37 3 10 3 10 3.27 1,14

18 Artist 3 43 3 43 1 14 , 4,14 1,07

13.) Has AIS affected the basic
educational program?

( A great deal - Not at all)

2 Principal 2 7 ,12 42 9 31 5 17 1 14 4,41 0,97
-

5 Curr. Spec 1 4 6 23 10 38 7 27 2 8 2,89 0.99

1,16-3 Teacher 4 13 12 40 8 27 3 10 3 10 3,37

20 Artist 1 20 3 60 , , , 1 20 r - 3,80 1,10

14.) Has AIS aofected the arts program?

(A great deal -Act at all)

2 Principal 12 41 10 34 6 21 1 3 , r 4,14 0.88

5 Curr. Spec 6 23 8 31 10 38 2 8 3,69 0,93

3 30 13 43 5 17 2 1.43,6acher
19 Artist

_9

5 83 1 17 - - - - - 4.83 0.14_,
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:111V____________:,
o

.

.

NR Position

-

'
!I

-.-

.

i . 1 Tntki

K S.D.Nlir%
.

N N . %
. %

15.) To what extent are attempts being 2 j Principal

ur,Trpec
7 64 11 38 7 214 4 '14 - , 3.72+ 1.0C

1.09

1402

made to_provide the students 4 7 26 6 22 9 33 5 ' 19 - - 3.56

3.93
with similar el.periences aa
those provide4 by the AIS programs?

' pk_great deal loNot at all)

3 'Teacher 11 37 9 30 7 23
4'

3 10 -

22 Artist 1 33 - 1 33 - - ? 33 .00 2.00

16.) To what extent do products
result from AIS?

t (A great deal - Not at all)

5. Principal 2 8 13 50 8 31 3 12 - - . (A.54 0.81

,7 Curr. Spec 4 17 6 25 8 33 5 21 1 14 3.29 1.12

6 Teacher 4 15 8 30 10 37 3 11 2 7 3.33 1.11_

18, Artist 2 29 4 57 1 14 - - - - 4.14 0.69

17. To what extent are the products
used/circulated/observed?

(A great deal - Not at ail)

5. Principal 2 8 11 42' 10 38 3 12 - - 3.46 0.81
7 Curr. Spec 5 ?1 4 17 8 33 6 25 1 4 3.25

1

1.19
9 Teacher 4 17

1 33

6

3

-
25

50'
9

1

38

17

3

..

13

,.

2

..

6
4

,

3,29

4.17

1,16

0,75

_

19 Artist 2

197

198
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TABLE Mll

ARTISTS-IN-PPE-SCHOOLS EVALUATION

Responses to questions Concerning Training and Backgrotnd
in AIS

AIS Program Music

155

Position , ears S.D. T#Respond. 17/R
pro e ow as years have t

schools in which you have worked offered10 AIS program uea?

incipal 44 2.10 27 4

Curr. Spec. 3.92 1.84 24 '''r
teaher 14.10 2.48 31 2

,

4, Artist-z 2.67 -1.28 21 4
th what other AIS Program areas have

you been involved?
A

Position
um er
di atin

o os

Res ondin

ARCHITECTURE

DANCE

FICTION - WRITING

FILMMAIC3G

Principal 5

Curr. Spec.

Teacher

6

6

Artist

r ncipal 11

Curr. Spec. 8

Teacher
Artist

Artist

MUSIC

Principal 1 3

Curr. S ec.
Teacher

3

1

PHOTOGRAPHY

Artist

Principal

Curr. Spec.

POETRY

Teacher

Artist

Principal 13

Curr. Spec. 12 39

42

THEATRE

Teacher 2 b.

Artist

Principal 18 58

Curr. Sec. 19 61

Teacher 9 t 27

Artist 9



Position YES
_

NO 156

N % X

alkyour undergraduate
ginaration program
include orientation to
an AIS program?

Have you, within
the last five years
elected to pursue
further education in
the arts?

Princial 10 19 61 9

Ti g-Curr. Spec.
_ - 22

Teacher 12 ,

Artist 8 16 64 7

Principal 4 1.--13 19 1

Cvrr. Spec. 4 1_ 18 58 5

Teacher 9

10

2

-----21+-41640 9 3Artist

.

To what extent do you
think that an.insertice
training program in the
integration of the AIS
Program into the curri-
culum would benefit
you and the students?

.

To a great extent Not at all ,)----"--
% N i% N % N %

1

N %

Principal 10 32 6 19 5 16 10

Curr. Spec. 14 45 5 16 1 3 1 3 1 3 9

Teacher 15 45 11, 3: 1 3 2 6 4

Artist 4
-
1 4 20 1 2
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Photography

Subjects

Of the total in-school surveys made (951) those for photography

(17) represent less than 2%. Therefore, interpretation of the results

lust be done with caution.

The numbers of respondents by category are: principals - 2,

curriculum specialists - 2, teachers - 2, artist - 1 (surveyed in two

different schools), and students - 9.

Two parents, one mother and one father, were surveyed via telephone.

These were parents of a student already surveyed and chosen at r; ,dom

to have his/her parents surveyed.

Process Evaluation
4

Imateentation Evaluation

Question 1: To what extent is this AIS Program Area being in-

tegrated into the regular curriculum?

Findings: Table Phi reflects tha. the respondents agreed that the

photograjOAIE Program is being integrated into the regular art curr-

iculum. No clear pattern is shown for the remaining curriculum areas.

Question 2: What are the roles of the in-school respondents in in-

tegrating this AIS Program into the regulOrturric.ulum?

Findings,: A review of Table Ph: reveals that there was agreement

among the respondents that the curriculum specialists work with others

to integrate the photography program into the regular curriculum and plan

ways `and attempt to integrate photegraFtrjr_ into-the regular curriculum.

Question 3: To what extent are the operations involved in delivering

this AIS Program Area efficient?

201
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TABLE P112

Artists-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question:

Number 2: 'What are Your Rolls and What are the Roles of
the Following Perscanel in Intetrating this ASS
Program into the Regular Curriculum?"

AIS Area Photography

159

Roles
8

4
:

Principal

,

Curr. Spec. 11 Teachers Students Artists

N % of
,Respon.

i N
'

% of
! Respon.

N % of N

Respom,
of X

espon.

% o
Reap

Provides technical
assistance

i 1
50 1 50 1 50 11

1

- 1 50

- - - - - - - -

- - 50 1 50 - - -

A 1 50 - - - - 1 50 1 50

Wks with others

integrate pro-
gram into
regular curri-
culum.

- - 1 50 50 - - 50

CS 1 50 1 5o 1 5o A
9

50

m _ - 1 50 1 50 - - 1 50

A 1 50 e

EvAluates the

extent to which
the AIS Program
area has been
integrated into
the regular
curriculum.

P _ - 1 50 - - - - - .

CS 1 50 1 50 , 1 50 - - 50

T - I - 1 50 1 50 1 50 - -

50 - - - - - - 1 50

Plans ways to
integrate the
ASS program into
the,regular
curriculum.

- - 1 50 1 50 -
I - - -

1 I 50 1 50 -
ir

- - -

- 1 , 50 - - - . - - -

A
- 1 50 - - I - - 1 50

Attempts to
integrate AIS

program areas
41111C regular

iculum.

P - - 1 50 1 . 50 I - - i

CS l 50 I 1 50 1 50 - -
,

50

T - . 1 50 1 50 - - - -

A - - I 1 50 - - - -

t Key: Principal /CS - Curriculum Specialist/T - Teacher/ A - Artist
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Findings: Table Ph3shows that in most cases there is agreement

among the respondents that the operations in delivering photography are

efficient. A notable exception is that the teachers indicated that the

artist moving in and out of the school was toward not at all efficient.

question 4: What are the roles of the in-school respondents in

delivering this AIS Program Area?

Findings: TablePh4 indicates that there was no clear pattern

evidenced relative to the roles of the in-school respondents in de-

livering the photography program except that the respondents indicated

that the artist provides technical assistance and participates in the

program and the students participate in the program and observe the

artist at work.

Progress Evaluation

Question l: To wrr.t extent are the objectives explicated for this

AIS progra.n area being met?

Findings: No data was collected for this question for this

Program Area.

Que5tion 2: To what extent does this AIS Program Area give

students the opportunity to use basic skills creatively?

Findings: These findings are included with those presented for

Question 5.

Question 3: Are the photography AIS presentations appropriate

for the ages of the students involved?

Findings: Data were not collected for this question.

Question 4: Are there changes in the students' attitudes toward

self, school, and this AIS program area after the AIS presentation?

Findings: Table 7A, B and C in the basic report show results

from the student attitude scales.
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TABLE Ph3

Artists-in-the-Schools Program !valuation

A Ilomparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question:
Number 3: "To What Extant is This AIS Program Area

Being Delivered Efficiently?"

AIS Area: Photography

161

Operation S.S. -ft Vein' Efficient N t at all o ficient Total`
N/14 S.D.

N N N N %

Artists MOVing
in and out of
school.

I

P 1 100 - - - - 1

CS - 1 100 - - - - 1

T - - -. 100 .00 0.00 -

A 1 50 1 50 - -. - .50 .71

0 - - - - 2 100 - .00 0.00

School's choice
of per' mance
place.

1111

P- 100 - - -

CS 1 100 - - - - - -

T 2 100 - - - - " .00 8.00

A 1 50 50 - . . - .50 .71 -

0 2 100 _ - - - - r.00 0.00

smisimm.....n....

School's readiness
of performance

area.

- 100 - - - -

CS 1 100 - - - - - .. 1

T 2 100 - - - - - .00 0.00

- 100 - .. - - -

0 - - 1 50 - 1 50 .00 1.41

dtudent disciplin p 1 100 - -
I

- -

by school
personnel. CS 1 100 - -

1

I

- - -

T 1 50 - - 1 50 4.00 1.41 -

A 1 50 1 50 - 4.50 .71 -

,

0 1 100 - I - 1

P - Principal
CS - Curriculum Specialist
T - Teacher
A - Artist
0 - Observer

205



TABLE Phh

Artists -in- the - Schools Program Evaluation

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the question:

Number 4: "What Are Your Rol*s and. What are the
Roles of the Following Nirsommil in the
Mechanics of Delivering this AIS Program?"

AIS Area: Photography

162

Roles Principal Curs. Spel. Teachers Students

ommumm.

Artists

I % of
%span.

N % of
&ripen,

--

N % of
Respon,

N % of _

Pitman.

N of

erpon,

Provides technical
assistance.

P
1 50 1 50 1 50 - - 1 50

CS
1 50 - 1 - - - - 1 50

T I. 1 50 2 100 j - - 2 100

A 1 50 1 50 1 50 1 50 1 50

Partizipetss in
program.

IP

P - - 1 50 1 50 1 50 1 50 -

CS
1 50 1 50 1 50 1 50 1 50

- . . - 2 100 2 100 2 100

A
1 50 1 50 1 50 2 100 1 50

Observes the artist
at work.

P 1 50 1 50 1 50 1 50 -

CS
1 50 1 50 1 50 1 50 -

T - 1 50 2 100 2 100 ..

A
1 50 1 50 - - 2 100 .- -

Observes the students
working vith the
artists.

P , - 1 50 1 50 - - -

CS 50 1 50 1 50 1 50 -

T - - 1 50 2 100 - - -

A - - 1 50 1 50 - - -

Observes the stu-
dents work that re-
sults from this
AIS Program Area.

1 50 1 50 1 50 1 50 1 50

1 50 1 50 1 50 1 50 1 50

58 _ - - - - - 1 50

A 1 50 j 2 100 2 100 1 50 1 50

- Principal/CS - Curriculum Spscialist/T - Teachtr/A - Artist
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Comparisons of the total scale resu is show no statistically

significant, at or below the .05 level, shifts in mean values.

Tables Ph5, Ph6 and Ph7 show crmparisons of results by

scale items.

A review of the student interview data contained in Table Ph8

reveals that all of the four studenti who responded indicated that they

knew that the photography AIS Program was going to be in their school

that day. In addition, they all indicated positive words when they

were asked about how photography made them feel about themselves, school

and filmmaking.

Question 5: What are the opinions of principals, curriculum

specialists, teachers and artists about the progress of this AIS

Program Area?

Findings: Table Ph9 reflects comparisons of the opinions of the

different respondents on several aspects of the photography AIS Program

Area.

No clear pattern emerges due to the low number of respondents.

Additional Findings

Table PhlOshows results on training and background of the respondents.

Again, due to the small number of respondents no pattern emerges.

Tables 11 in the basic reports shads the results of the data collected frail the

parents concerning this program.

207



ARTISTS-IN-THE-SCH
TABLED

MUM EVALUATION
Student Attitude Data

Comparison of Item Results

A'S Area Fhc),(4111_,

Scale ConceptMYself
_

Adjective
Pairs

Post Pre
d.f t.

infd TOTAL
Pre

SE d.f. t.

MI.KedTOT
Post

d.f. t. p.
X S.D X 8.D.

SE
X S.D. X S.D.

p. i

X S.D X C.D.

SE

Happy - Sad
4.22 .67 3.89 .60 .1'

.

8

8

.11

.O1

.o 4.00 .71 4.20 .45 37 4 ,53 ,62 ,00 ,71 4,4( .55 ,25 63 ,18

Quiet - Loud 3.11 .60 3,44 .53 .0 3.40 .55 3,40 .55 32 4 .) 1,04 3,40 ,55 3,2C ,45 ,20 4 ,00

,63,18

,37

,18Good - Bad 4.00 .71 4.00 .50 ,1' 8 ,0 3.60 .89 4.00 ,71 25 4 1,6. 3.60 ,89 4.0c .71 4

Faso, - Slow 3.71 .76 3.57 .79 .40 6 .35 3.80 ,84 3.80 .45 32 4 ,0 ,00 3,67 ,58 4,00 1,00 ,33 2 ,00 42

Nice - Awful 4.00 .87 4.22 .44 .22 8 1.01 4.4o .55 4,40 ,55 0 4 ,0 1.04 4,4o ,55 4,4o 55 ,o 4 0

c
52

1,00

Big - Small 3.56 .73 3.00 1.0' .31 8 1.64 3,60 .55 3.40 ,55 20 4 1,+, ,3 5,60 ,55 3,80 ,84 07 b

4,40 .55 4.20 ,84 20 4 1,00 ,37 z,40 ,55 4,40 55 ,o 4 0 1100Kind - Cruel 4.11 ,60 4.00 .71 .11. 8 1,0

Strong - Weak 3.67 .71 4.00 .50 .1w 8 2.0 4.20 .45 4.00 .0 20 4 1,01.37 4,2J .45 3.60 .55 ,25 4 ,45 ,07

Fair - unfair 4.00 .71 4.00 1.0. .318 op 1. 4.80 ,45 h,4o .89 25 4 1,6 18 4,80 ,45 4,4o ,55 ,25 4 1 63 ,18

,00 071,0, .3 4.00 ,71 3,8o a) 4
High - Low 3.67 .71 3,67 .5o 17 8 0 1 o 4.00 .71 3,80 ,45 20 4

Like - Dislike 4.11 .78 3.89 1.0' 3, 8 .69 4,2C .84 3,80 1,30 25 4 1, 4,2o ,84 4,20 ,84 fl 1,0C

Easy - liard2 0 8
.,.._

3.78 .83 3,11

*Stalistically

1.1

ilni

.24 8

t

2.8 4,00

ow the

,71

.05 level,

3.80 .84 20 1.01 .3 4.00 .71 ,00 1.00 ,32 4

2(
.o

9

1.00

H(A
.4-



TABLE
ARTII3TB-IN-THE-SCHOOAOGRAM EVALUATION

Student Attitude Data
Comparison of Item Results

AIS Area Photog.r

Scale Concept Sdhool and Me

I.

Post
Adjective

t.

Delayed TOTAL
Post Pre

BE d.f. t. .

110/RedTOTAii
Post

a.r. t. p.Pairs
S.D X S.D.

SE'd.

S.D. X S.D. X S.D. S.D.

SE

Happy - Sad '.00 .87 3.78 .83

.76

.2. 8

.2. 8

.00 35 .00 .71 4.2o .84 37 4 .53 .62 4..00 .71 4.4 .55 1.25 4 .b3 .18

quiet - Loud
13.44 .73 3.67 .o 35 . o .55 3.80 1.10 37 4 .53 .62 3.60 .55 3.8a .84 .37 4 .53 .62

Coon - Bad 3.89 8 .o .o 3.8o .84 4.20 .84 25 4 1.6 . ; 3.80 .84 3,8. .84 x.32 4 y ,0 1.0C

Fast - Slow 3.78 8 2.0' .0 3.6C .55 .00 .71 .40 4 1.11:37 3.60 .55 3.81 .84 .37 4 .53 .62

Nice - Awful
4.22 .67 4.00 .71 .1. 8 1.5 .1 4.4c .55 4.40 .55 .o .0 1.0 4,4o .55 4.41 ,55. 4 0 4 0 100

Big - Small 3.33 .50

1

3.22 .67 .2$ 8 .55 .59:3.80 .45 3.40 ,55 ,4o 4 1,'i,37 3,80 ,45 3,44 5 ,40 4 1,01 ,37

.0 ,0 1,00 4.4o ,55 4,01 ,25 4 ],634.40 .55 1.40 55Kind - Cruel 4.00 .71 4.11 .60 .21 8 .55 .59

Strong - Weak 4.$1 .76 3.8; .614 7 .55 .60 4.00 .82 3.75 ,50 .48 3 52 ,64 4,00 al 4,01 ,71 ,32 h ,0 1,00

Fair - Unfair
3.6 1.1: 3.4 1.1 : '36 73 4.40 .55 3.40 1.5 .75 4 1,2' ,2T 4,4C ,55 3.61 1,5 ,86 4 ,93 141

...

High.:- Low 3.33 .50 3.5: .53 .2 00 ,35 4.00 ,71 3,8o ,45 ,20 4 1,0. ,37 4,oc ,71 3, 4, 155 .25 4 2,4 ,07

Like - Dislike 4.00 .87 4.00 .71 .1 .0 .00 4.20 ,84 4.4o 55 .20 4 i,ol ,3 4.2( .84 4,2. ,84

Easy - Hard
3.7E

*Statistically

.83 3.6 .87

sign

.2.

is

8

It

.43

at ..

.6:

b.low

3,8o

the

.84

.05

4.00

level.

.71 20 1.00 37 3,8o ,84 4,2, .84 4 1.6; .1E

I-I
an
..D



TABLE

ARTISTS-IN-THE-SCHOOLOIMPROGRAM EVALUATION
Student Attitude Data

Comparison of Item Results

AIS Area Photogily

Scale ConceptPhotography and Me_ _

Adjective

Pairs

TOr
Post

L
Pre

d. t.

grad TOT L
Pre

d.f

.

t. p. ,.

tguedTOTAt
Post

d.f. t. p.
S.D X S.D.

SE

X S.D. X S.D.
SE

X S.D. X S.D.

SE

Happy - Sad
4.3 .71 4.o .71 .2

.3

8

8

1.4 1 4.00 1,00 4,21 .84 .2C 4 1. .37 4.o0 1.00 4.65

3.4) 1.11. .37

4

4

1,5c

.53

.21

,62Quiet - Loud 3.6 .87 3.6 .71 0 i 3.6 .55 3.6' .89 .45 4 0 1.00 3,6 .55

Good - Bad 3.8 .78 4.1 .78 .2 8 .80 .4 3.6o .55 4.4s .89 .37 4 2.34.10 3.6( .55 3.80 .84 .20 4 LOC .37

Fast - Slow 4.1 .78 4.1 .78 .1 8 .o 1...3.6o .55 4.21 .84 .25 4 2,15.07 3,6c ,55 4.0 .71 .25 4 1.6 .18

Nice - Awful 3.8 .78 4.11 .60 .2. 8 .30 .4 4.2o .84 4,41 .55 .20 4 1,00 ow4,20 ,84 3,80 ,84

i

I ,40 4 100 ,37

.37
Big - Small 3.2 .49

r

3.2 .14 .0 6 1. 1 3.1 .58 C.33

4.4

.58 58 2 .0 1,00 3.8( ,84 3.4O .55 .40 4 1,0L

Kind - Cruel )4.1 .93 4.1 .6o .1 8 .o ;.0. 4.40 .55 ,55 .0 100 4,4( ,55 4,40 ,55 1101

Strong - Weak 4.0$ .71 4.1 .33 .55 .5 4.00 .71 4,0. 32 4 ,o 1,00 4.0( ,71 3,80 ,84 ,37 4 ,53 ,62

1,0(Fair - Unfair 3.7; .83 4.0$ ,87 8 1;5;.17 4,20 .84 4.4o .89 ,20 4 1,00.37 4,2c ,84 4,24 ,84 ,0

High - Low 3.44 .53 3.6 .71 8 .69 .51 3.6o .89 3,80 ,84 ,58 4 ,34 ,75 3,6c ,89 3,4( ,55 ,20 4 1,0c ,s7

Like - Dislike 4.2 .67 4.2. .44 8 .0 1,' 4.2C ,84 4,40 , 5

1

20 4

r

1,op,37 4,2( ,84 ,40 ,55 ,20 4

r

isoc ,37

Easy - Hai

Z iZ 2
4.04

'1St.

.87

isti

3.8

,all

.6o

si i

1 .59

be

3.80

ow tt

.84

e .05

4.00

evel

.71 .20 4 1.00.37 3.8( .84 4.2o .84 .25

213
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Progress Area

Table Ph8

slur= INTERVIB1 DATA

P!lotograrhy Number of Schools 1

Number of Students Interviewed 4

1. MI, NE AFCC7T ;CAT YOU JUST SAW/DID: (Con= words listed)

2. bID YOU KNOW THAT (this program) WAS GOING ID BE IN YCUR S( BO =DAY?

4_Yes

No

IEW DID MikT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL man YOURSELF?

POSITIVE 4

MI DIFFERENT -

NEGATIVE

4. 331 DID VEMT YuU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU MI ABOUT SCHOOL?

POSITIVE 4

NO DIFFERENT

NEGATIVE

5. HON DID WHAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL AEOUT Elptrgraphy

POSITIVE 4

NO DIFFERENT

NEGATIVE
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A Comparison

TABLN Plill

ARTISTS-IN-TUN-SCHOOLS EVALUATION
and Analysis of Opiaions on the Progress of 6oe Program

P

*IS Program Area Photography

S N % N

Tot

Alp

1.) How well were you oriented to or
trained for AIS?

(Very Vall - Nut at all)

1 100

100 IMI .1=400.0

X S.D.

2. )t Now' do you feel about MS?

(Very good - Very bad).

Teacher

Artist

Principal

Cu -r. Spec.

Teacher

IsINIAMennwm,

I.; How do you feel about yourself as
a result of OS?

(Very Good - Vary Bad)

/........

h.) How has AIS &fractal your attitude
toward schools?

Positive Negatirs)

111,11 S
5.) To what extent are involved

in Ala?

(Very Much - Not at all)

Curr. Spec,. 1

Teacher

Artist

Principal

1

1 100

Curr. Spec

Teacher

Artist

Principal

....,
6.) How satisfactory has been the

A18 funding?

(Very Satisfactory - Unsatisfactory_

215

LIMMIIMMIO'LAIMNIMMOIMMIN

1 100

1 50

1 10

Curr, Spec

Teacher

Artist

- Princi

ar 1 10

1 50 2.83

1 10

Curr. 8 ea.

Teachmr

i

1

1 10



11/1
NH Position N N N N x K S.D.

7.) How readily available have materials - Principal - 1 100
fur Alit beep: - Curr. Spec 1 100

- Teacher 1 50 1 50 4.50 x.71(Headily Avail. - Not at all)
- Artist 1 100

w..--
_ Principal 1 100

8.) What is your overall rating of - Curr. Spec 1 100
.

this AIB program area?
- Teacher - - 1 50 - 1 50 - - 3.00 .83

(Very High - Very Low)
- Artist 1 100

9.) Has AIB the students -- Principal 1 100affected

general school achievement? - Curr. Spec - - 1 100

Not
- Teacher 1 5C - - 1 50 4.00 I.ki(A great deal - at all)
1 Artist

10.) pas AIS affected the students arts
achievement?

(A great deal - Not at all)

Principal - - 1 100

_ Curr. Spec _ _ he

1 Teacher 1 100

Artist

- ... 1 100
11.) Has AIS affected the general

community?

(A great deal - Not at all)

Principal

Curr. Spa* 1 100

Teacher . - - - 2 100 3.00 '.00

Artist
I. - .. . 1 100

12.) Has AIS affected the school
community?

(A great deal - Not at all)

Principal 1 100

Curr. Spec
1 1C0

Teacher - - 1 50 1 50 2.50 ',12

Artist

13.) Has AO affected the basic
educational program?

( A great deal - Not at all)

Principal 1 100

Curr. Spec 1 100

Teacher 2 100 h 00 o

rtibt

1 100
--___

lh.) Has AIS affected the arta program?

(A great deal - Not at all)

Principal

Curr. Spec 1 100

MIMI
rtimt ,

IIIRIIIIII ..



N R
. i 1Position A

% N % N . % N J- N K S.D.

1$.) To what extent are attempts being 1 _ Principal 1 100 A

mods to provide the students
with 'Jailer experiences as
those provided by the AIS programa?
(A great deal - Not at all)

-
urr. Spec

1 100
,---

- Teacher 1 10U
"-'4

- Artist 1 100

16.) To what extent do products
result from AIS?

(A great deal - Not at all)

r Principal 1 100

Curr. Spec 1 100

-
_,.

Teacher I= - 1 90 50 - - 2.50 0.7]

- Artist 1 100

17.) To what extent are tae products

used/circulated/observed?

(A great deal - Not at all)

..

Principal 1 10C
.

0 Curr. Spec, 1 100

- Teacher - - 2
,

100
,

- Artist 1 100



TABLE Ph 10

ARTISTS-13-THE-SCR00IS EVALUATION

Responses to questions Concerning Training and Background
in AIS

AISProgramah

"--Vioximately haw many years have the
schools in which you have worked offered
As AIS program area?

With what other AIS Program areas have
you been involved?

171

Position ears S.D. - #Respond. N/R
Principal i.uu 1

Curr. 2.00

Teacher 1.00

Artist

Responding
Position

M77-
Indicating111=mr.

ARCNITEM7RE

Principal 1 100

Curr. Spec. 100

Teacher 1 50

Artist

DANCE
Curr. Spec

Teacher

FICTION-WRIT33G

Principal

Curr. 3pec. /

Teacher

Artist 11111111=P1111011I
1 100

FILMMAKING

Principal

Curr. Spec. __2. 100

Teacher

Artist

MUSIC

Principal

Curr. Spec.
Teacher

Artist

PNOTOMAPIIX

Principal

Curr. Spec.
,.,

Teacher

Artist

Principal

POEM Curr. Spec. 100

Teacher

Artist

TREATRE

Principal

Curt-. Spec.

Teacher 1 50

Artist 221



Position YES / NO 172

N % N -%

undergraduate
)111:Zion program
include orientation to
an AIS program?

Have you, within'
the last five years
elected to pursue
further education in
the arts?

Teacher

Artist 1 100

Princial

Cum
Ti 1 50

1 100

To what extent do you
think that an inservice
training program in the
integration of the AIS
Program into the curri-
culum would benefit
you and the students?

o a great extent Not at all

N % N % N % I %

Principal 3.

Cum Spec. 1

Teacher 1
1

1

Artist
1 In

222
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Poetry

SlbJects

Of the total in-school surveys made (951), those for poetry (247)

represent 26%. The numbers of respondents by category axe: prtncipels-29,

curriculum specialists - 31, teachers - 31, artists - 28 and students -128.

In addition, 30 parents, 17 mothers and 13 fathers, were surveyed via

telephone. These parents were among those of students surveyed who were

selected at random to have their parents surveyed.

Process Evaluation

Implementation Evaluation

Question 1: To what extent is this AIS Program Area being integrated

into the regular curriculum?

Findings: Table P1 reflects that the respondents agreed that the

poetry program is being integrated into the regular art and language

programs. There is no clear agreement on the extent to which the poetry

AIS Program is being integrated into the other curricula area.

Question 2: What are the roles of the respondents in integrating

this AIS Program Area into the regular curriculum?

Findings: A review of Table P2 reveals that there was agreement

among the respondents that the curriculum specialists provide technical

assistance, work with others to integrate this program into the regular

curriculum, evaluate the extent to which this program has been integrated

into the regular curriculum, and plan ways and attempt to integrate this

program into the regular curriculum. The percentage reflects that the

principals do not perform these roles, except that the curriculum special-

ists indicated that principals evaluate the extent of integration of the
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TABLE P1

ARTISTS-IN-TEN-SCHOOLS PROGRAM EVALUATION

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question:

Number 1: "To What Extent is this AIS Program Az .

Being Integrated into the Regular Curziculuza"

AIS MCA Poetry

1714

Curriculum

Aromas

r X

a ,I

9 a
R P

aTo great extent Not at a ll Total

)1 S,D,

Nif

5 14

MIIMMEMISMIBII
i /2-1-1--

It tamMINM: ,

P 3 1 6 8 44
I

- - - - 3.75 .78 1:

73 4 15 7 26 13 48
i

3 11 - - 3.44 .89 1

T 6

2

22

30

13

8/
6

5

...I
30

30

33

8

5

3

10

25

20

2

1

3

4

1

7

f
20

17

3

2

2

10

11
16-

13

42

3.72
'3.65

3.13

2.08

1.25
1.27

1.30

1.06

f

1

11

I

I

........_?

ca
2 8 8 33

Magic- -
T 2 10 2 10 8 38 3 12 6 29 2.57 1.29 1(

A 3 23 1 3 23 2 15 2 3

.

23

.

3.08 1.55 1!

r6 Ill, P 12 63
1

7 37

_15

- 4.63 .50 1(

Language
CS 17 61 8 29 2 7 - 4.64 .79

T 24 83 4 14 I _3 -
PI

- 4.79 .49___i

.78 1(A 13 72 2 11 3 17 I - - 4.56
1

ti

Mathematic

- -

P 1 7 1 7 1 7 6 43 5 36 2.07

1.68

1.52

1.21, 1

.9%

.65 !

1.59 1(

C3
1 4 5 20 I 4 16 15 60

o

T 2 8 9 36 14 56

2 17 - - 1 8 - 9
It

75 1.83

P 3 21 4 29 3 21 4 29 2.43 1.16 1_
Natural
Sciences

CS 2 8 8 31 1 6 23 10 38 2.08 1.02

T 1 14 1 14 7 27 5 19 12 46 2.00 1.12

A 4

.

25 1 6 I 3 19 8 50 2.31 1.70 1
....

1,

1

P 7 44 6 38 1 6 2 143 3.13 1.0:1

1.03

1.29

1.51

...... ,

CS 5 19 1C 38 6 23 5 19 2.58,

2.36

2.83

Soci- al. -

Sciences T 1 4 5 20 5 20 5 20 9 36_

28
--

A 4 22 1 6 i 6 33 2 11 5

224



TALE P?

Artists-in-the-Schools Program valuation

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the question:

Number 2: "What are Your Roles and What are the Roles of
the Following Personnel in Intetrating this AIS
Program into the Regular Curriculum?"

AIS Area Poetry

175

Roles mi !Principal Curr. Spec. Teachers students Artists

0 :3
a.

1

% of
Respon.

N % of
1 Reiman.

N % of N
Respom

of N

Respon.
% o

Re-d

Provides technical
assistance

,k

5 17 16 55, 13 4511

I'

10 7 24

.

1 10 32 26 84 23 74 6 19 14 45

7 23 i 22 71 j 25 81 8 26 13 42

A I 3 1 11 9 32 17 61 4 14 ' 14 50

sWork with others
egrate pro-lesIntinto

regular curri-
culum.

P 6 21 16 55 11 38 10 6 21

7 23 22 71 23 74 3 10 11 35

T 3 10 I 23 . 74 23 74 6 '

I

8 26

A 3 11 I 11 39 15 54 3 11 6 21

Evaluates the
extent to which
the AM program
area has been
integrated lute
the regular
curriculum.

P 11 38 14 48 13 45 3 10 ' 14

CS 17- 55 I
22 71 j 21 68 2 6 4 13

T 9 29
I

16 52 1 26 34 4 13 1 4 13

A 1 4

.

12 43 I 11 39 1 4 i 6 21

Plans ways to
integrate the
A.tS pro gra intom
the regular
curriclum.

24 16 55 17 59 4 14 I 6 21

29 24 77 24 77 4

I

14 . 39

I

7 23 20 65 28 90 3 10 . 8

,

26

1 4 10 36 15 541 1 i 4 7 25

Attempts to
integrate AIS
program areas

EFregular

iculum.

P
I

8I A 28 16 55

1

16 55 2 7 7 24

CS 9` 29 21 68 241 77 1 3 11 35

T 7 23 17 55 27 87 3 10

15 54 2 7

i 6 19

9 322. 14 G 10 36

Principal/ CS - Lurriculum Specialist/T - Tencher/ A - Artist
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program. There was agreement that the teachers perform these roles.

Question 3: To what extent are the operations involved in de-

livering this AIS Program Area efficient?

Findings: There was overwhelming agreement among the respondents

that the operations involved in delivering this AIS Program are very

efficient. (See Table P3 )

Question 4: What are the roles of the in-school respondents in

delivering this AIS Program Area?

Table P4 shows that there was agreement among the

respondents that the teachers provide technical assistance, participate

in the program, observe the artists at work, observe the students working

with the crtists, and cbserve the students' work that results from this

AIS Program Area. There vias'agreement, except for the artists, that the

curriculum specialists provide technical assistance and observe the

students' work that results from this program.

As one would hope, there was agreement that the artists:participate

in the program and moderate agreement that the artists observe the

students' work that results from this program.

Again as one would hope, there was agreement that the students

participate in this program and they observe the artist at work.

Progress Evaluation

Question 1: To what extent are the objectives explicated for

this AIS Program Area being met?

Findings: Table P5 reflects that the interviewers indicated

that the objectives for poetry are being met. For most objectives, it

was indicated that they are being met by a substantial percentage of

the interviewees.
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TABLE .134

Artists-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation
A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question:

.Number 4; "What Are Your Roles and. What are the '

Roles of the Following Personnel in the
Mechanics of Delivering this AIS Program?*

AIR Area: Poetry

178

-1 &

Roles Principal Curr. Spec. Teachers Students

.

Artists

''' % of
Respon.

R % of
Respon,

I % of
Respon,

I % of
Respon.

R
-

, of
upon,

Provides technical.
assistance.

..,_

anImmv

P 6 21 17 59 13 45 5 17 11 38

CS 11 35 24 77 16 52 5 16 15 48

T 5 16 15 48 19 61 9 29 20 65

A '2 7 8 29 18 64 7 25 12 43

Participates in
proexma.

IP

P 6 21 14 48 17 59 ' 17 59 17 59

9 29 11 35 25 81 26 84 23 74

T 4
13 29 28 90 87 25 81

A - 4 14 17 61 1. 68

'Observes the artist
at work.

,

M.

P 13 45 13 45 19. 66 19 66 2
,

CS 12 39 19 61 26 84 24 77 4 13

13 10 32 29 94 23 74 1 3

14. 5 18 18 64 19 68
\

2 7
,

Observes the Student
vork.4ng vith the
artists. ,

P 13 4 15 52 19
t

66 6 21 4 14

CS 12 ,

1,

39

.

19 61 26 84 5 16 5 16

T 5 16

*

9

.

29 28 90 4 13 6 19

A 2 7 2 7 19 68 21 2 7

Observes the stns-
dents work that re.
snits from this

.AIS Program Ares._

14 15 52 17 59 18 62 10 34 13 45

CS
22 71 28 90 28 90 15 . 48 14 45

2 13 42 17 55 29 94 15 48 23 74

18 9 32 19 68 15 54 15 54

P - Principal /CS - Curriculum SpecialistlT yTischer/A - Artist
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121DIVIDIAL PROGRAM AMA EVALIATICN: Poetry

TABLE r..0

30 Schools

179

NR YES NO

N N %

1. Does the artist ism
define

and emempliti various pectic terms?

2

3

2

i3
22

23
3

5 17
5 17

5 7

2. Does the artist explain
exemplify

and desnestrate various types of poetry?

2

3

3

23,

22

22

7
3
'3

5 7
5 7

5 17

3. Does the artist clarify the heightened, focused and intensified, purposefully
emotional, and (motive use of language as the min characteriet4 ,.. at poetic
language in contrast with everyday language? 2 24 .0

4. Doss the artist permit students to writs poetry during his/her sessions 2 2$ .3

5. Dc es the artist aim the presentation at stimulating student" production? 2 26

6. noes the artisi.help students understand that in most pens there is a base
of "paiphrasable content? upon which the emotive, tonal, and intentional
mecning ere built? 3 :4 .0

I:a' Dosi the artist help students recognize in their can experiences the emotional
, _ -core frau whidi ineffable experiences lead 4-.0 artistic axpressi- '' 3 24 80 3 10

8. Does the tzacher with the students and participate in th, Ats in

the schools experience? 23 77 5

the pcseentation appropriate to the age of the class? 2 26 87 7
,,,-. s- POINIS

1. Does the claim= teacher reinforce the terms related to poetry ANA the
knOwledgs of poetic forms intloduced by the poet? 2 23 77 5 17

2. Doss the teadler follow-width opportunities for creativity based cn the
artist's vemontation? 3 22 73 c 17

3. Does the Umber enable students to develop traditional cognitive skills during
cpportwitien for creative expression?
Does the development of cognitive skills promote (1unirem3)

or inhibit creative expression?

9

25

17
0

wr

y'
57

17

4. Does the teacher record, develop, and promote activities based cn the

presentation? 4 17 57 9 30
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Question 2: To what extent does this AIS Program Area give

students the olportunity to use basic skill.3 creatively?

Findings: These findings are included with those presented

under Question 5.

Question 3: Are the poetry AIS presentations appropriate for the

ages of the students involved?

Findings: The interviewees indicated that the poetry presen-

tations were appropriate for the age of the students.

Question 4: Are these changes in the students' attitudes toward

self, school, and this AIS Program. Area after the AIS presentation?

Findings: Table.7A,A3 and C in the basic text of this report

'show results from the student attitude scales.

Comparisons of total scal3 results for the concept rMyself" (Tat e

7A), indicate two statistically significant, dt or below the .05 level,

positive mean shift--the mean scale score was higher on the post than

it was on the pre, and the mean scale was higher on the delayed post than

it was on the pre.

Table 7H reflects the same statistically significant positive

mean attitude shifts with the concept "School and Me".

Table 7C reflects no statistically significant mean attitude

shifts. However, it was noted that all of the means were higher for the

"Poetry and Me" than they were for the other two concepts.

Table P6, P7 and P8 show comparisons of the results by sale

items.

A review of the student interview data contained in Table P9 shows

that, when students were asked to describe what they had just seen or

done, the most frequently used words were'"learned", "fun", "easy", and

"nice". Of the 100 students interviewed, 95 or 95% indicated that they

2 0



TAMAN
ARTISTS-IN-TAE-SCH001160RAN EVALUATION

Student Attitude Data
Comparison of Item Results

A18 Aren Poetry.

Scale ConceptIself

t

Adjective

Pairs

Post
d. t .

td TOTALDein
oi Pre

t. p.

OfgledTOTAt
Post

4.f. t. p.
X S.D X S.D.

SE
X S.D. X S.D.

SI
X S.D. B.D.

SE

Sa ppy - Sad
3.82 .76 3.61 .63 o: '

3.3

00 3.66 .56 3.a" .61 .6 .51 .611 3.66 .56 3.: .75 .07 116 2.09.04

Quiet - Loud 3.41 .84 3.27 .68 . 12 2. 3*
0.

3.33 .66 3.2f .69 .0 .81.39 3.3: .66 3. ; .85 ,08 116,57 ,57

Good - Bad 3.8h .77 3.66 .61

*

1: 12 2. *

01
3.74 .62 3,64 ,61 ,: ,49.14 3,714 ,62 3.: ,78 ,06 116 1,6

.21

ast - Blow 3.50.83 3.50 .83 06 12 1. . ;3.60 .77 3.51 ,J15 .07 1,0T ,2! 3.56 .75 3,6 ,82 ,07 113

..

62 ,54

Nice - Awful 3.99 .76 3.94 .68 07 12 . .ho 3.90 .62 3.94 .69 ,o6 116 70

4-

149 3,90 ,62 3,9 ,77 .07 110 1,10

o-Z5

Big - Small 3.19 .98 3.24 .92 07 12 .7 ,46 3.28 .89 3.24 .93 ,08 315 ,51 .61 3,28 ,89 3,2 .99 ,09 116 1,0'132

Kind - Cruel 4.01 .80 3.91 .81 07 12 1. .1 4.03 .64 3,91 .82 .08 115,1.45,15 4,03 ,64 3,9; ,80 ,o6 110,- 1 ,48

Strong - Weak
3.84 .78 3.81 .78 . 27 66 .51 3.75 .77 3.82 .77 .06 116 1,2'4,22 3.75 $77 3.8 ,76 ,07 1141,71 ,09

Fair - Unfair 4.00 .86 3.94 .76 si 27 .73 .47 3.99 .74 3,92 .78 ,08 116 ,83 ,41 3,99 .74 3.9; ,87 ,08 116 ,11 ,92

High - Low 3.43 .89 3.31 .83 12 1. 0
I.

3.38 .79 3,32 185 .08 116 ,80 .43 3.313 .79 3,4 .89 ,o8 116 ,77 ,45

Like - Dislike 4.02 .78 3.88 .73 .0 12 21 6*
oh

3.95 .66 3.86 .73 .07 116 1,29.20 3,95 .66 3,' ,77 -.07 116 ,66 ,,51

Easy - Hard
3.52

*Stcisti

.99 3.45

1 si

.87 .0 12 49 3.60 .85

.

3.44 .85 .10 116 1.56 .1 3,6C .85 3,4' 1,01

,

.10

112
116 1.1 .27

1-,

,,'3



TABLE 411_
ARTISTS-IN-THE-SCHOO ROWAN EVALUATION

Student Attitude Data
Comparison of Item Results

411),.AIS Area pcet

Scale Concept School and Me

Adjective

Pairs

Post Pre
d.f t. p

Delayed TOTAL
Post Pre

d.f. t. p.

DFg(edTOT IL
Post

d.f. t. p.

X S.D X S.D.

SE r

X S.D. X S.D.
SE

X S.D. X S.D.

SE

Nappy - Sad
3.82 .78 3.64 .91 07

.07

.06

121

12'3.of

12

2.d8

1.0'g"

*3.72

.

11

.3

.76 3.63 .90 .09 116 .98 ,33 3.72 .76 3,8"_ .78 .08 116 .211,23

Quiet - Loud 3.55 .79 3.34 .85

.76

3.57

3.81

.85

.72

3.36

3.73

.85

.77

.07

.07

116

116

2.90.00

1.30

*

.1,

3.57

3.81

.85

.72

3.5$

3.8:

.79

.77

.07

.37

11:

la:

.60 .55

.0 1.0cGood - Bad 3.81 .77 3.75

Fast - Slow 3.63 .93 3.54 .94 -07'12 1.21 .2 3.67 .76 3.55 .94 .07 116 1.75 .0 3.68 ,78 3,6N .91 ,07 116 ,35 ,73

fi-ce - Awful 4.02 .69 3.90 .77 07[27:.910 .06 3.96 .71 3.89 .74 .07 116 .97 .33 3,96 .71 3,96 .68 .07 116 .35 ,70

,92Big - Small 3.29 1.01 3.16 .94 08 12- 1.2.1 3.31 .79 3.16 ,94 ,08 116 1,80,08 3,31-79 3,3C 1,00 ,08 11:40

Kind - Cruel 3.99 .76 3,93 .80 .06 12a1.0s,28 4.05 .68 3.90 ,80 ,06 116 2,41

*

,o1 4.05 ,68 3.91 ,75 ,o6 11: 1,29 12(

Strong - Weak, 3.80 .83 3.81 .73 .06 12:.271.79 3.77 .83 3.83 .73 .07 110 .74 ,46 3.77 ,82 3,83 ,81 ,08 11: ,55 ,58

68- ,loFair Unfair 4.02 .77 3.96 .84 .07 126.81 .42 4.09 ,71 3.97 18 ,09 115 1,3).20 4009 ,70 3,9 ,77 ,07 11:1

High - Low 3.42 .96 3.4o .88 .09(27 .17 .87 3.41 .81 3,4o ,89 ,lo 116 ,08 .94 3,41 3,4 ,96 ,07 116 ,35 73

Like - Dislike 3.85 .80 3.78 .85 .07127 1,01.30 3.86 .74 3,74 ,86 ,09 116 1,33 4'3,86 ,74 3,8 ,80 ,07 116 ,66 ,51

riEasy - Hard 2
.3

3 46

*Statisti

1.00 3.46

ally oigni

.93 .10

lcant

126.08

at

.93

Of ke_oy

3.52

tt4e

.84

,05

3.44

,evel

.91 .09 115 .85 .40 3,52 .84 3.4

I

1.05 .10

234

116 ,72 .47
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TABLE
ARTISTS-IN-THE-SCH00114500RAM EVALUATION

Student Attitude Data
Comparison of Item Results

AIS Area Poet*

Scale Concept Poetr and Me

Adjective

Pairs

Post Pre
d.f t. p.

Delayed TOTAL

s.f t. p.

0guedTOTAL

d.f. t. p.

X S.D X S.D.

SE
X I.D. X S.D.

SE
X S.D X S.D.

SE

Happy - Sad
.16 .85 .18 .89 ' 127

18 1127

.18 86 4.11 .90 4.15 .90 10 '15 .31 .74 4.11 .90 4.13 .86 .o8 115 . .82

Quiet - Loud £.84 .86 3.93 .84 1.06.29 3.77 1.03 3.89 .84 09 115 t1.3( .19 3.77 1.03 3.81 .86 .10 115 .44 .66

Good - Bad .07 .88 .07 .84 09 127 .o _.oc 4.09 .81 4.06 .84 09 115 .37 71 4.09 .81 4.03 .99 .08 115 .72 .48

Fast - Slow 3.55 .97 3.27 1.05 .1C 12' 2.55 *

01
3,47 1.02 3.28 1.05 .11 111 1.-6 .63.47 1.02 3.56 .94 .09 115 1.0 .30

Nice - Awful 4.20 .73 4.27 .68 06 127 1.23.k 4.23 .68 4.27 .69 07 1 .51 .61 4.23 .68 4.16 .74 .c7 115 1.1- .24

Big - Small 3.34 .97 3.14 .92 07 121 3.01..0c

*

3.31 .95 3.14 .91 10 10511.51

I _:

.07 3:31 .95

.

3.30 .99 .09 115 .10 .92

Kind - Cruel 4.18 .74 4.22 .71 06 12: .63 .51 4.19 .76 4.22 .71 07 1 .36 ,72 4.20 .76 4.1 ,73 ,08

.

115 ,92 ,36

Strong - Weak 3.77 .88 3.85 .85 07 12: 1.11
.26

3.72 .85 3,83 .84 08 14 .31,18 3.72 .85 3.7 ,89 .08 115 ,44 ,66

Pair - Unfair 4.20 .77 4.18 .79 07 12 .32 .75 4.11 .84 4,18 ,79 09 115 ,78 ,44 4,11 ,84 4,18 .78 ,09 115,

r

,76 ,44

High - Low 3.41 .94 3.45 .89 08 12 .41.69 3.43 .88 3.45 .88 09 115 .18 ,86 3;43 .88 3,42 ,94 i,08 115 ,10 ,02

Like - Dislike 4.03 .79 3.91 .90 08 12 1.90,11 4,04 .82 3,88 ,92 09 115 1,74,08 4,04 ,82 3,97 180 ,07 115 ,96 134

Easy - Hard 0 Arl :r.
40 0 J

3.61

Stotts

1.0

i

3.63 .96

..

.09 27 .ii

0

.
86

.,

3.63

,

.88

05

3.59

&eve

.96 .10 113 ,43 .67 3.63 .88 3,5E

1

1.0:'.12

2 236

11 .58 ,56
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184

knew the poetry AIS Program was going to be in their school that day.

Of those who responded to the attitude items, 57 or 89% indicated positive

words when asked how did what they just saw or did make them feel

about themselves, 55 or 87% indicated positive words when asked how

did what. they just saw or did make them feel about school, and 67 or 94%

indicated positive words when asked how did what they just saw or did

make them feel about poetry.

Question 5: What are the opinions of principals, curriculum

specialists, teachers and artists about the progress of this AIS Program

Area?

Findings: Table P-O reflects comparisons of the opinions of

the different respondent groups on several aspects of this AIS Program

Area.

A majority of the respondents agreed that they feel very good about

the AIS poetry program, that they feel very good about demselvss as a

result of the poetry AIS Program, that this AIS program has affected

their attitude toward schools in a positive direction, that they are

very much or much involved in this program, and that materials are

readily available or available for this program.

The respondents, also, agreed that the AIS poetry program has

affected a great deal or mearly so, the students' general school achieve-

ment, their arts achievement, the school community, the basic educational

program, and the arts program. They agreed that products do result from

this AIS Program area, that the products are used, circulated and/or

observed a great deal or nearly so.

There was substantial agreement among the respondents that this

AIS Program Area's overall rating is very high.

The respondents, except the principal, agreed that the AIS funding'

has been very satisfactory or satisfactory. The respondents, except
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Table P9
=TENT =MIEN DATA

Area Poetry

After of Students Interviewed 100

Nutter of Schools

1. Tax. re ABOUT MAT Yal JUST MI/DID: (Carta= wards listed)

Learned....9

FUn....8 Easy....4

Nice....4

Interesting....1 Like....1

All right....2 Happy....2

Enjoy. ..2

20

2. DID YOU Mg MT (this program) WAS GOIM TO BE IN YCUR SOHCOL =AY?

95

5

Yes

do

4IP. HIM DID HEAT YOU JUST SAW/DID NAME Yal FEEL ABCUT YOUR3IaF?

IPCEL11:11.T1=11190

NO DIFFERmT 3

NEMTIVE 4

4. WI DIDWHNT YOU JUST SAW/DID MARE YOU FEEL ABCUT SCHOOL?

P06ITlVE 55

NO DIFFERENT 5

NEGATIVE 1

5. HCW DID MAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MICE YOU F722, ABC= Poptini

Pam= 67

NO DIFFERPAT 3

NEGATIVE 1
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TABLE

ARTISTS-IN-THE-SCHOOLS EVALUATION
A Comparison and Analysis of Opinions on the Progress of the Program

AIS Program Area Poetry

_ _ _ __ _ _ , _ _ _ _ _

N/R .

$

2

N 1 $

3di

'% I

Total

X S.D.

Losition
N

1.) How well uere you oriented to or
trained for AIS?

(Very Well - Not at all)

5 Principal 3 14

__

9 3 14 4 18 10 45 2.27 1.49

3 . 2 8 12 5 20 7 28 8 32 2.36 1.29
^ Teacher - - I 3 9 31 4 14 15 52 1,86 0,99

5 Artiet 9 47 16 1

2.) How do you feel about AIS?

(V ..ry good - Very bad)

5 Principal 22 100 I

Curr. Spec, 23 92 8 4.92 0,28

0 TICT

,

^ Teacher 25 86 t 10 1 3

"

11 )13

7

Artist .

4 61 13.), How do you feel about yourself as
:sa result of AIS?

(Very Good - Very Bad)

Principal 15

5 Curr. sp 17 74 17 2 9 O,15

n,49

0,23

Teacher 24 83 14 3

5 ARtisi 18 95 1 5 ...

h.) How hate AIS affected your attitude
toward Schools?

10 principal 7 41 24 4 24 , 2 12 3.82 1 33

6 curs.. spec 15 68 6 27 1 5 4,04

4,4R

0,58

n,944 Teacher 16 64 '7 28 1 4 _(Positive - Negative)
4 Artist li 55 .6 31:1 15 4,40

3,95

4,15

4,80

017;

0,97

1,29

0,52

eraMoreafa..
5.) To what extent are involved Principal 38 5 7 33 kyou

in AIS?

(Very Much - Not at all)

4 Curr 8 ec 8 33 8 6 as____, ._.L._._...4

15 1

,rr_,4+0.r._1,89
4 2 83 Teacher 16 62 3 12 4

4 Artist 17 85 2 10 5 r. r4
r, r

6.) How satisfactory has been the 16 Prk9 2 18 2 6 5 1 9 it. :3 a 6 o
MB funding? 16 Curr. Spec. 3 25 '3

y18

25 4 33____2
1

17
11

-
-

- 3-5
4.44

_1-1fi

1.01(Very Satisfactory - Unsatisfactory_ 20 Teacher 6 67 2 22 -

Anil c i..s. i -s 0 h7 21 26 - 1 5 _ -2 e 04 en. 0*



III/
NH Position -1011

1 7.) Now readily.available have materials 8_ 'Principal 11
for AIS been? 4 Curr. Spec 14

8 Teacher 10
()ieadily Avail. - Not at all)

10 -Artist 7
,6 Principal 17

8.) What is your overall rating of
2 Curr.,Spec 22

this AIS program area?
1 Teacher 23. .

_

(Very High - Very Low)
3 Artist 18

9.) Has AIS affected the students
7 Principal 2

general school achievement? 6 Curr. Spec 5

(A great-dea1 - Not at all)
5 Teacher 5

8 Artist 10

10.) Has AIS affected the students arts 10 Principal 5

achievement? 5 Curr. Spec 10

(A great deal - Not at all) 5
Teacher 8

5 Artist 14

11.) Has AIS affected the general
7_ Principal 5

community? 11 Curr. Spec 7

10 Teacher 2
(A great deal - Not at all) -

13 Artist 2

12.) H,s AIS affected the school Principal 7,6

8 Curr. Spec 3community?

(A great deal - Not at all)
8 Teacher 6

10 Artist 2
.

13.) Has AIS affected the basic
9 Principal h

.

educational program? 5 Curr. Spec 4

14 Teacher 7
( A great deal - Not at all)

7 Artist 7

9 Principal 5
14.) Has AIS affected the ar rogram?

14 Curr. Spec 9

(A great deal - Not at all)
5 dasher 10

9 hrtiat 10



Tot 1
ti S N, N N X S.D.

i

4 21 2 11 1 4.21 1.18
6 25 3 13 - 4.33 1.01

3 14 6 29 2 10 - - 4.00 Llo
1 7 , 4 29 1 7 3,86 1,35

19 - - - r , 4.81 0.40

15 " - - - 4,85 0.37

4 14 1 4 " - - '4,72 0,50

3 14 . . . . . 4.86 o,36

13 65 3 15 1 5 1 5 3,70 0,92

13 59 3 14 . . 1 5 3,96 0,90

12 50 5 21 1 4 1 3,79 0.98

4 25 2 13 . . . . 4,50 0,73

9 53 3 18 . . 4i2 Ilan
10 '4.3 3 " La r , - -4.3Q _0.79t

12 r 3 11 n n 1 4 4,0i 0,93

3 16 2 11 ,.. ,.. ,.. ,.. 4,63 0,68
4 20 7 35 1 5 3 15 3,35 1,35

4 24 4 24 2, 12 . . 3,94 1,02_

6 32 6 32 4 21 1 5 3,21 1,08

3 27 3 27 2 18 1 9 3,27 1,27

3 14 8 38 1 5 2 10 3,57 1,29

9 45 6 30 10 r r 3,65 0188

5 24 4 19 2 10 4 19 3,33 1,49

10 71 1 7 1 7 r r 1 3,93 0,73

6 33 3 17 3 17 2 11 3,32 1,34

10 43 8 35 .c., r 1 4 3,70 0,23

10 40 5 20 1 4 2 8 3,76 1,17

5 29 5 29 . . . r 4,12 0,86

9 50
l

2 11 1 6 1 6 3,89 1,08

14 58 1 ..,

)

" - 4,33 0,57

la 5 21 c ... 1 4 4.08 1.02

2 13 1 7 1 7 1 7 '4.27 1,28M
_



4111-

,

NH

,

Pcsition
$r--- N N , h % N S.D.

is.) To what extent are attempts being 1 Principal 28 7 39 5 '8 1 - - ..9 1.90
4":" made to provide the students

with. similar experiences as

those provided by the AIS programs?
IA meat deal - Not at alll

6
Curr. Spec

4 18 10 45 6 1 5 1 5 3.68 1.00

6 Teacher 11 48 5 22 6 6 1 4.09 1.08
-

17 ,Artist 1 7.4 1 14 4 'T , 1 14
'-

- - 3.29 1.95

'/ what extent do products16 To
result from ii?

(A great deal - Not at all)

Principal y 43 43 3 i4 _ _ - p.29 '12
2 Curr. Spec 111 42 13 50 2 8 - - - - 4.35 1.63

3 Teacher 18 69 4 15 2 8 2 8 - - 4.46 1.95
r _
4 Artist 14 . 70 3 15 2 10 1 5 - - 4.50 0.89

17.) To what extent are the products 8_ Principal '7 37 8 42 4 P1 , , , , 4.16 1,77
used /circulated /observed?

(A great deal - Not at all)

2 Curr. Spec.11 42 12 46 3 2 , , , , 4,31 e,68
Teacher 10 38 '9 35 4 -5 2 8 1 It 3,96 ,11_

5 Artist 6 32 6 32 5 6 1 5 1 5 3,79 1,13



1e9

the artists, indicated agreement that attempts are being made to

provide the students with similar experiences as those provided by this

program.

Many of the responds its indicated that they had had no or little

orientation to or training for this AIS Program Area.

Additional Findings

Table Fll reflects the responses to questions concerning training

-nd background in AIS.

There was agreement among the respondents that an inservice

education program in the integration of this AIS Program into the

i--gular curriculum would benefit them and the students.

Table 11 in the baiic report shows the results of the parent's

surveys.
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TABLE P11

/ARTISTS-IN-TM-SCHOOLS EVALUATION

Responses to Questions Concerning Training and Background
in AIS

AIS Program Poetry

190

Position "!years S.D. #Respond. N/R
Approximately how many years have the
schools in which you have worked offered
this AIS program area.?

Principal 6.14 2.74 21 i 27

. cur?. spec. 5.20 2.40
.

25 j 28

Teacher 4.11 2.62 28 T 29

...

Artist 2.39 1.34 18 24

th what other AIS Program areas gave
you been involved?

Position
Number
Indicating

% of those
Ro nnnAiner

ARCAITtCTURE

Principal 5 1

Curr. Spec. 4

Teacher

Artist v....,
22

DANCE
Curr. Spec. 32

Teacher 3 10

Artist

ID
FICTION-WRITING

Principal

Curr. Spec.

Teacher

Artist

FILMMAKING

Principal

Curr. Sec.

Teacher

Artist

MUSIC

Principal 5 19

Curr. Spec. 15 54

Teacher 3 10

Artist

PHOTOGRAPHY

Principal

Curr. Spec.

Teacher

Artist
,

POETRY

Principal 1 4

Curr. Spec.

Teacher 1 3

Artist

THEATRE

Principal 18 67

Curr. Spec. 21 75

reacher 11 38

Artist
A ri



AlKur undergraduate

ation program
include orientation to
an AIS program?

Nave you, within
the last five years
elected to pursue
further education in
the arts?

To what extent do you
think that an inservic
training program in the
integration of the AIS
Program into the curri-
culum would benefit
you and the students?

Position YES NO 191

N
.=1"

N

Principal 2 7 13 8 12

Curr. So9c. 1 17 61 10

Teacher

,

3 10 17 9,2 9

12Artist 3 13 9 38
ommmw

Principal 1 15 56 ii

Curr. Spec. 1 13 46 -11

Teacher 9 31 11 38 9

Artist 11 46 13

To a great extent Not at all R

N x N% N % N
2

%

1

N%
Principal 5 19 8 30 3 11

Curr. Spec. 1 39 18 1 4 11

Teacher 11 38 5 17 3 7 1 3 9

Artist 3 113 1 4J 6 231 2 8 1 11
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Theatre

Subjects

Of the totalin-school observations made (951), those for theatre

(236) represent 25%. The numbers of :espondents by category are:

principals - 30, curriculum specialists - 32, teachers - 32, artists 28,

and students - 128. In addition, 18 parents, 14 mothers and 4 fathers,

were surveyed via telephone. These parents were among those of students;

surveyed who were selected at random to have their parents surveyed.

Process Evaluation

Implementation Evaluation

Question 1: To what extent is this AIS Program Area being in-

tegrated into the regular curriculum?

Findings:, Table Tl reflects that a.majority of principals,

curriculum specialists, teachers, and artists agreed that theatre is

being integrated to a substantial degree into the regular curriculum in

art, music, and language arts. They also agreed that theatre is not

being integrated to any great degree into the regular curriculum in

mathematics, natural sciences and social sciences.

Question 2: What are the roles of the in-school respondents in

integrating this AIS Program Area into the regular curriculum?

Findings; A review of Table T2 reveals that there was agreement

for, the most part, that the prinCipals evaluate the extent to which the

theatre AIS Program is being integrated into the regular curriculum.

There is agreement that the curriculum specialists do above named activity

and plan ways and attempt to integrate this program into the regular

curriculum. Also, there is agreement that the teachers do all of the

above named activities plus work with others to integrate the program

into the regular curriculum.
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TABLE pl

ARTISTS-IN-TBE-SCHOOLS PROGRAM EVALUATION

A Comparison by Positica of Respondent of Responses to the Question:

Number 1: "To What Extent is this AIS Program Area
Being Lategrated into the Regular Curriculum?"

AIS AREA Theatre

193

curri* cauz

Arm

o
...,

4.1

0

4. mo
a c
1 ,

0x
na_

To a great extent Not at all Total

S14

/R

5 4
x

N 1 %
P 7 26 8 30 8 30 2 7 2 7 3.59 1.19

Art

CS 8 30 11 41 4 15 1 4 3 i 11 3.T 1.2; 5

15 48 5 16 7 23 2 6 2 ' 6 3.94 1.26

---a-L--------2-p-12...L",.....I
8 32 a 32 5

20 I -1 5 1 1 5 4.00 1.17

20 2 1 8 2 8 3.72 1.24

*mac-
9 32 6 21 8 29 1 4 4 114 3.51. 1.3

12 38 8 25 5 16 3 9 4 13 3.6( 1.4 -

7 39 6 33 2 11
i

' 1 6 2 11 3.81 1.3' li

8 30 14 57 5 19 - - - 4.11 .70 3

13 46 11 39 1 14 4.18 1.96

15 48 ' 29 5 16 6 4.11 1.12 1

12 60 5 25 1 5 1 5 4.30 _Lin,

2.2(r 1.13

8

3

Mathematic'

p 1 4 2 7 9 33 6 22 1 33

CS 3 12 4 15 4 15 f 7 27 8 11,2.50 1.1Q 6

T 3 9 4 13 6 19 5 16 14 44 2.28 1.40

A 2 11 2 11 3 17 3 17 8 44 2.28 1.45,.,

1.17 4

Natural
Sciences

P 6 23 3 8 4 15 8 j31 2.46

CS 1 4 5 20 6 24 5 20 8 32 2.44 1.26 7

T 4 13 4 13 5 16 5 16 13 42 2.39 1.48

A 1 6 4 22 4 22 3 17 6 33 2.50 1.34 1

P 2 7 8 30 8 3o f 5 19 4 15 2.96 1.19

CS 5 19 7 27 9 1 4 4
Social
Sciences T 8 27 7 23 7 23

i
2 7 6 20 3.30 1.4 2

A 4 21 5 26 3 16 2 11 5 26 3.05 1.55
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TABLE

Artists -in -the- Schools Program Evaluation

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question:

Number 2: "What are Your Roles and What are the Roles of
the Following Personnel in Intetrating this AIS*
Program into the Regular Curriculum?"

AIS Area Theatre

194

Roles
8vi Principal

--i-r-

Curr. Spec. li Teachers Students Artists
v4i i IS ,% of

;Respon.

N % of '

t Respon.i

I N % of ,N % of N

Response *loom.
%o

Reap

Provides technical
assistance

20 67 22 73 14 47 I 30 :3 43

CS 16 50 24 75 12 38 6 19 19 59

T 10 31 21 66 li 31 9 28 21 66

A 12
r.

43 11 39 6 21 5 18 : 15 54

rks with others
integrate pro-

gray into
regular Turri-
culum.

imm..................

Evaluates the
extent to which
the 1 program
area vas bees
integrated into
te regular
cuhrriculum.

P 7 23 26 87 21 70 5 17'. 11 37

CS 5 16 29 91 21 66 4 13 I 15_ 47

15 471 10 31 23 72 24 75 10 31

A

P

1 4 14 13 46 15 54 2 7 12 43
row.

17 57 26 87 24 80 8 27 6 20

CS 16 50 25 78 24 75 5 '16 4 13

18 56 25 78 25 78' 9 28 I 4 13

12 4 3 1 I 415 5 12 43 7 , 11

Plans ways to
integrate the
ASS program into
the regular
curriculum.

1 15 50 29 97 24 80 5 17 ' 9 30

12 38 27 84 26 81 3 8 25

T 14 44 24 1 75 28 88

T

4 : 13 /i.' 34

8 29 16 57 .12 43 - 10 16

50 20

aliMMPOIMI
Attempts to
integrate ASS
program areas
to regular

iculum.

8 27 25 83 25 83
1

10

CS 9 28 21 66
i

28 88 , 2 6 G 5 16

r 10 31 63 29 91 , 4 11 1 S 25

7 25) A 7 25 13 46 18 64 2 7

Key: ? Principal /CS - Curriculum Specialist/T - Teacher/ A - Artist
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Question 3: To what extent are the operations involved in de-

livering this AIS Program Area efficient?

Findings: Table T3 clearly indicates that a great majority

of the respondents agree that the theatre AIS Program is being de-

livered efficiently.

Question 4: What are the roles of the in-school respondents in

delivering this AIS Program Area?

Findings: Table T4 shows that there was agreement among the

respondents that the principals observe the artist at work. The prin-

cipals, curriculum specialists, and teachers agreed that principals

observe the students working with the artists.

There was agreement among the respondents that the curriculuM

specialists provide technical assistance, observe the artist at work,

observe the students working with the artists and observe the students

work that results from this AIS Program Area.

For the most part, there was agreement among the respondents that

the teachers engage in the roles named above plus participate in the

program. It was noted that a majority of the artists did not indicate

that the teachers provide technical assistance nor participate in the

program.

There was agreement that the students p-articipate in the program

and observe th'e artist at work. A majority of the respondents indicated

that the artists provide technical assistance and participate in the

program.

Progress Evaluation

Question 1: To what extent are the objectives explicated for this

AIS Program Area being met?

Findings: Table T5 reflects the responses concerning the ob-
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TABLE

Artists-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation

A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the question:
Number 3: "To What Extent is This AIS Program Area

Being Delivered Efficiently?"

AIS Area: Theatre

196

Operation

..

a
a

o
.4
..:

..-4

o

., N.t at all e ficient Total
N/R2 ,

:
S D,

, N N N %

Artists moving
in and out of
school.

P 26 90 3 10 - i - - 4.90 .31

CS 28 90 2 6 1

iii

I

MI IOW 4.87 .43 1

T 26 87 2 7 1 1 3 4.77 .68 2

A 20 11 4 17 , _ - - - - 4.831 .38

0 26 93 1 4 1 4

_
- - - - 4.89 .42 -

School's choice
of performance
place.

P 14 54 9 35 2 8 1 4 _ - 4.39 .80

CS 18 60 8 27 3 ,10 1 3 - - 4 43 .82

T 18 56 11 34 3 9 - - - - 4.47 67 -

A 13 54 4 17 1 4 - - - - 4.29 .91

0 14 50 10 36 3 11 1 4 - - 4.32 .82

School's readiness
of performance
area.

p 20 74 5 19 1 4 1 4 - - 4.63 74

CS

-.

23 74 6 19 2 6 - - - - 4 68
..60

24 75 6 19 2 6 - - - - 4.69 .59 -

A 17 71 3 13 4 17 - - - - 4.54 .78

0 17 61 9 32 1 4 1 4 - - 4.50 .75 -

tudent disciplin
by school
ersonnel.

P 25 89 2 7 1 4 - - - - 4.86 .45

24 80 b 20 - - .. f .1 4.. °' - 4.80 .41

26 84 4 13 1 3 - - - 4.81 .48

A 21 88 1 1 4 - - 4.75 .74

23 82 1 , - - - 4.75 .59 -

Key:

OTCS-
A-

0 -

Principal
- Curriculum Specialist
Teacher
Artist
Observer
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TABLE T4

Artists-in-the-Schools Program Evaluation
A Comparison by Position of Respondent of Responses to the Question:

Number 4: "What Are Your Roles and What are the
Roles of the Following Personnel in the
Mechanics of Delivering this AIS Programr

AIS t.. ea: Theatre

Roles Principal Curr. Spec. Teachers Students Artists

N % of
Respon.

N % of
Respon,

N % of
Respon,

N % of
Respon.

N
-

of
espon,

Provides technical
assistance.

P 15 50 21 70 10 33 2 7 17 57

16 .50 4 75 13 41 7 22 18 56

8 25 17 53 11 34 14 13 21 66

A
9 32 15 54 4 14 3 11 18 64

Participates in
program.

Ill/

P 12 40 16 53 17 57 25 83 27 90

CS
10 31 14 44 18 56 25 78 27 84

9 28 10 31 17 53 27 84 29 91

A
6 21 7 25 9 32 18 64 22

Observes the artist
at work.

P 26 87 27 90 28 93 28 93 10 33

27 84 31 97 29 91 129 91 10 31

T 21 66 .26 81 31 97
1

30 94 13 41

15 54 18 64 21 75 121 75 8 28

Observes the students
working with the
artists.

P 21 70 25 83 27 90 12 40 11 37

CS 20 63 25 78 2 81 I 1 2

T 16 50 21 66 29 21 118 56 14 44

A 12 43 14 50 17 61 7 25 9 32

Observes the stu-
dents work that re.
sults from this
AIS Program Area.

AM

P 20 67 26 87 29 97 11 s7 7 23

CS 18 56 25 78 27 84 10 31 8 25

14 44 I 22 69 29 91 14 44 6 19

11 39 13 46 19 68 1 4 5 18

P - Principal /CS Curricu1um Specia1ist/T - Teacher/A - Artist
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AIS EVALUATION PROJECT

INDIVIDUAL PFCGRAM AREA EVALUATION: Theatre Number of Schools

TABLE T5

30

198

yes % no 5 4 3 2

1 Was the performance appropriate to the age of the audience? 29 97% 1 3%

.

2. To what extent did the performers relate with the audience dur-
img the show? 22 2 3 1 1 4.4

3. TO what extent did the audience pay attention to the artists
during the performance? 25 5 - 4.f

4. To what extent did the audience appear to empathize with the
performers? 22 3 4 1 - 4.

5. To what extent does the Fa-forsiance demonstrate an example of
high quality theatre? 21 5 3 2 - 4.f

6. To what extent do in-class workshops appear to give students a
greater understimmding of the performance or theatre as an art? 19 2 1 1 - 4.>

7. Do members of the, regular cast and crew conduct workshops? 17 55% 9 35%

8. To what extent are workshops taught well by artists?
(OPGANIZATICN) .

15 3 - - - 4.f

9. To what extent are workshops taught well by artists?
(MANAGEMENT OF CLASS)

Aid
15 3 - - - 4.f

they teach about theatre? 19 95% 1 5%

I

11. Did they teach about the subject of the play? 17 85% 3 15%

12. D' the teacher receive study guides 1 month prior to
performance? 21 78% 6 22%

13. To what-extent were the study guides used by teachers prior to
the performance?

About 25%....4
About 50%....5
About 75%....8
About 100%...5

14. To what extent are in-class workshops given before/after the
performance?

Before: All Classes...8 After: ,111 Classes., 10

Sane Classes-- Same Classes.....2
No Classes....14 No Classes 11

All-Audience..- All Audience 7

111/
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ectives. For most of the theatre AIS Programs visited, the interviewees

and the observers indicated that most of theatre AIS Program Area ob-

jectives were being mbt. It appears that the numbers of in-class work-

shops given before and after the performances are low.

Question 2: To what extent does this AIS Program Area give stu-

dents the opportunity to use basic skills creatively?

Filings: These findings are included with those presented for

Question 5.

Question 3: Are the theatre presentations appropriate for the ages

of the students involved?

Findings: The data indicate that the theatre presentations are

appropriate for the ages of the students involved (see Table T5 ).

Question 4: Are there changes in the students' attitudes toward

self, school and this AIS Program Area after the AIS presentation?

Findings: Tables 7A, 13 and C in the'basic report show results

from the student attitude scales.

Comparisons of the total scale results for all three concepts;

"Myself", "School and Me", and "Theatre and Me" indicate no statistical14,

significant mean attitude shifts. However, it was noted that the mean

values for each time assessed, that is, pre, post, delayed post were

higher for "Theatre and Me" than they were for the other two concepts.

Tables T6, T7 and T8 show comparisons of results by

scale items.

A review of the student interview data contained in Table T9 shows

that,when students were asked to describe what the/ had just seen or

done, the most frequently axed words were "good", "like" and "fun". Of

the 105 students. interviewed, 65 or 62% indicated that they knew the

p

theatre program was going to be in their school that day.

Of those who responded to the attitude items, 35or 85% indicated
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TABLE
ARTISTS-IN-THE-8CH00AL ..'VALUATION

Student Attitude Data
Comparison of Item Results

AIS Area Meaty(

Scale Concept yself

Adjective
Pairs

WEAL
Post Pr

d.f t. P.

Delayed TOTAL
Post Pre

SE f

gtedTOT
Post

Cf. t. p.
X S.D, X S.D.

SE )

X S.D. X S.D. X S.D X S.D.

SE

Nappy - bad 3.69 .90 .. 1 .77 08.13 .98 .33 3.65 .76 3.6o .75 10 . _ .75 3.65 .76 3.71 .89 11 97 .,5

Quiet Loud .!16 .85 :.42 .76 .08 II:. .5: 3.4'.: .76 -4.40 ,81 .09 97 3.43 .76 3.4 .84 .10 97 . o , 62

Good - Bad 3.64 .78 3.69 .78 .0v1r..11 .92 3.6E .75 3.68 ,78 .09 97 1.0 3.48 .75 3.4 .79 .09 97 .0 1.0(

Fast - Slow 3.4, .89 3,50 .86 .0311 1.16
.25

3.5E 1.04 3.51 .87 .11 96 .4, .6 3,54 1,04 3,39 ,92 .11 45 1,38 .17

4.00 ,69 4,0 ,75 ,09 97 ,0 1,0:1,03.93 .75 3,98 .79 .0311;,0 ].00' 4.oc .69 4.00 ,77 .08 97 ,CNice - Awful

Big - Small 3.15 1.0: 3.15 .1os.10 11 .01,130 3.25 1.03 _1.16 1,08 ,13 9b 97 ,34 3.30 1,03 3,1 1 o 12 97 ,96 .34

4.0c ,70 3.94 .81 ,09 97 ,49 4,oc ,70 4,o 8 ;.08 97, ,0 1Kind - Cruel 4.0] .85 3.92 .85 .06) 1,21-.22

Strong - Weak 3.61 .84 3.75 .76 .07 11 2.0905
*.3.76 .84 3.70 70 A09 97 34 .74 3.70 .84 3.65 .89 09

11

97

97 077

1.1 .27

,44
Fair - Unfair 3.93 .92 3.84 .95 .08 11 1.1;.26 4.06 .85 3,89 92 10 97 ,71 .09 4.06 ,85 3.93 .89

.32
High - Low

3.30 .97 3.36 .98 .10B.13 .72 .48 3.38 .97 3.32 .97 .33 97 .48 ,63 3.38 .97 3.27 .97

I

j .11 97 1,00

Like - Dislike 3.90 .86 3.85 .87 .oe113.6 . 3 3.91 .73 3.89 ,85 ,0997 .23 .82'3,91 .73 3,90 ,86 10 97 0 ,92

3.4 .97 3.25

\..

.94 .0E113

it

2.6 .01 3.58 .90 3.23 ,96 12 97 2.9

*

.00 3.58 .90 3.581,00

2
',12

J 7
97 .., 55

&ay - liard9
5 6



TABLE
ARTISTS-IN-TKE-SC1100111110GRAM EVALUATION

Student Attitude Data
Comparison of Item Results

AIS Area TheatrAll,

Scale ConceptSchool and Me

-Aljectlye

Pairs

ost Pre
d.f t.

Delayed
Post

L
Pre

SE 1.f. t. .

logimedTOT
Post

1.f. t. p.

X S.D. X S.D. X S.D X S.D.

SE
S.D X S.D.

SE

Happy - Sad 3.8 .99 c.82 .92 .10 113 .0 Lap 3.7 .86 c.77 .88 09 97 .12 .91 3.76 .86 3.78 1.01 10 97 .20 .84

let - Loud 3.5' .96 3.56 .85 .06 113.0 .0( 3.39 .83 3.55 .88 .10 97 1.70 .09 3.39 .83 3.5 .99 11 97 ..54 .13

.. - Bad 3.7. .91 3.81 .88 .0 113 .621.54 3.77 .82 3.88 .89 .09 97 .36 .72 3.76 .82 3.7 .93 .08 97 ,12 .90

Fast - Slow 3.5' .98 3.46 .90 .0$113.63 41 3.5201.02 3.47 .89 .11 97 .49 .6: 3.52 1.02 3.5 1.01 .10 97 .3c' .76

.el .31 3.92 .89 3.88 .89 .11 97 .36 ."N 3.92 .89 3.9 .87 .10 97 .40 .69Nice - Awful 3.9' .84 3.91 .89 .0, 133

Big - Small 3.1, 1.0. 3.06 1.14 .0 113.4 .68 3.25 1.11 3.04 1.15 .11 97 1.9).06 3.25 1.11 '(.1 1.021.10 97 1.47 .14

.74 4.07 .1 4.0 .84 .09 97 .58 .56.83 4.07 .76 4.04 .77 09 97 33Kind - Cruel 4,01 .86 4.03 .79 .0d 113.2

_.. 3,67 ,87 3,.. ,87 ,11 97 110Strong - Weak 3.67 .89 2.70 .77 .08 109 .3 .72 3.69 .87 3.69 .77 .11 9 ,

,11 96 78 ,44 4,02 ,86 4,0
I

,75 1.11 97
c
00

Fair - Unfair 3.97 .84 3.88 1.0.09 11P ..,1(4.01 ,86 3,93 ,98

High - Low 3.37f 1.01 3.49 .95 .09 1111.3'.1' 3.36 1.00 .47 : .00 .10 97 1.0f,29 3.36 1.00 3.4 1,00,.12 97 ,67 ,50

Like - Dislike 3.89 .96 3.83 .97 .08 113.69 .49 3.91 .93 .82 ,99 .12 y7 .78 .44 3,91 .93 ,89 ,95 ,11 97 ,2 .84

Easy - Hareo ......., go

0,..)

3.64

*Statisti

.96 3.26

lly ligniflcast

1.01 .0f, 1 '-- .07 3.51

ill

1.00 .23

.05 yel.

1.05 14 97 1.94 .0( 3.51 1.00 .43 1.00 . 4

2 59

97 .59 .56



TABLE

ARTISTS-IN-THE-SCHOAROGRAM EVALUATION
Student Attitude Data

Comparison of Item Results

AIS Area Theat4110

Scale Concept Theatre and Me

Adjective
Pairs

Post Pre
SE d.f t.

Delayed TOTAL
Post 're

SE d.f. t. .

DgiegedTOTA/L
Post

SE d.f. t. p.

X S.D. X S.D.i X S.D. X S.D.X S.D X S.D.

Nappy - Sad
.20 .87 .15 .92 o8

08

11'_0.69

1112.0

49 14.07 .87

/

4.12 .93 10 )7 .49 .63 4.07 .87 4.16 .91 11 ,97 .85 40

4.01 .96 3.8 .92 .09 )7 ..30 .20

I

.0,4.01 .46 4.05 9 .11 ' .38 .7oQuiet - Loud 3.89 .92 .06 .92

Good - Bad 4.08 .83 4.19 .89 09 11 1 .27 .2 4.17 .83 4.1 .93 .10 .0 1.004.17 .83 4.1 ,82 97 75 ,46

Fast - Slow 3.54 1.07 3.53 1.12 10 113 .18 .8; 3.51 1.01 3.50 1.14 .12 97 .09 .93 3,51 1,01 3,50 1.10 11 97 ,10 ,92

Nice - Awful 4.24 .87 4.25 .85 f) 11.3,11 .9 4.26 ,76 4.23 .87 ,09 97 23 ,26 ,76 4,2 87 ,o9 97 11 191

Big - Small 3.27 1.10 3.34 1.12 .14111.75 . 3.27 1,14 3,31 1,16 .1!. 95 .28.78 3.24 1,15 3,28 1,07 12 97 ,25

Kind - Cruel 4.1 .84 4.10 .95 .0'113 1.00, 4.17 .84 4,13 , ,11 97 ,39 .70 4.17 ,84 4,21 ,74 x,o8

;40

1

)7

97

48

41

74

,63

.68

,46

Strong - weak 3.75 .94 3.72 .97 m113.41 .69 3.74 .96 3.77 1.00 '11 ;7 ,18 .86
3.74 .96 3.79 .93

-.

Fair - Unfair 4.14 .89 3.90 .96 .06 113 2.32* 4.26 .83
.01

3.95 .95 09 97 3.21

*

.00 4.26 .83 4,19 .81
1

I. 8 97

(ugh - Low 38 1.1 3.41 1.05 09 113 .38 .71 3.55 1.00 3.45 1,05 12 97 96 139 3.55 1,00 3,43 1.08 .12 97 1,0 ,31

.05 4.o9 .88 .0113.42 .67 4.11 .84 4.11 .88 10 97 .0 1.0c 4.11 ,84 4.10 .95 .10 97 10 ,92Like - Disl 4.05

Easy - Hard
"
izo

3.56 .98 3.42

*Staiisti 11

1.1:

1

10 11:";

t

1.44.1-

or be

3.66 .93

ow the .05 level.

3.43 .10 . :97 1.8 .0" 3.66 .93 3.53 1,00 .11

2

97

6

I.17 .24

n.)0
A.,



Program Area

Table T9

MIKENT 3:NM:RVIEW DATA

Theatre Number of Schools 22

Number of Students Interviewed 105

1. TELL ME ABCUT WBAT YOU JUST SAW/DID: (Cannon words listed)

Like....7

Fun....5

Good....9
Zateresting....3

Learned....3

OK....2

EhjoY3
2. DID YOU BMW THAT (this program) VAS GOING TO BE IN YCUR SCHCCE, TODAY?

65 Yes 62

3. !KW DID WHAT YCX3 JUST SAW/DID ME YOU ETZI, ABCCTI Y CURSELF?

85

40 No
10, 100

POSITIVE 35

NO onvEzrerrr5 12

NEGUIVE 1
41 100

4. BOW DID SCAT mu JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL ABOUT SCHCOL?

781POSITIVE 31

NO DIFFERENT 6 15

NEGVIVE 3 --2
100

5. FEW DID ;HAT YOU JUST SAW/DID MAKE YOU FEEL ABOUI Theatre ?

1
POSITIVE 34 914

NO DirrrestsNT2 6

NEGCIVE
36 100

262
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positive words when asked about the same thing about theatre. These

appear to agree with the findings using the attitude scales.

question 5: What are the opinions of the principals, curriculum

specialists, teachers and artists about the progress of this AIS Program

Area?

Findings: Table T10 reflects comparisons of the opinions of the

different respondent groups on several aspects of the theatre AIS

Program Area.

All groups sampled indicated that they felt very good about the

theatre AIS Program and that they felt very good about themselves as a
I

result of the theatre AIS program. A majority of the people in all

groups indicated that theatre AIS programs have affected their attitude

toward schools in a positive direction.

A majority of the people in principal, curriculum specialist anl

artist groups indicated that they were very much 3r much involved in the

thLatrl AIS program. However, only 40% of th, teachers indicated that

they were very much involved.

A majority of the people in all the groups except the teachers group

indicated that they thought the Theatre AIS Progrzm funding was very

satisfactory or satisfactory. Only 40% of the teachers indicated they

thought so. However, about 33% of the teachers did not respond to this

item.

The respondents in the groups appear to agree that the materials were

readily available. However, about 44% of the artists-did not respond

to this item.

With only one exception, a majority of the respondents, across

categories indicated that they thought that the Theatre AIS Program had

affected a great deal or on the positive side the following:
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A Comparison

TABLE TIIII

MISTS-IN-THE-SCHOOLS EVALUATION
and Analysis of Opinions on the Progress of the Program

AO Program Area Theatre

205

Position

How well were you nrientetto or
trained for AIS?

(Very Well - Not at all)

Principal 7

1
Curr. Specs

"leacher

6

7

Artist 17

2.) How do you feel about AM?

(Very good - Very bad)

1

2

1

Principal 214

Curr. Spec

Teacher 26

." 28

Artist 19

How do you feel about yourself as
a result of AIS?

(Very Good - Very Bad)

Princi al. 19 79
Curr. Spec. 20 74

4 Teacher 18 67

S.D.

1.51

1,61
I

69

040

0,55

4,63 0

4,50
3 ABUJA 20 91

h.) How has AIS affected your attitude
toward schools?

(Positive - Negative)

5 Principal 13

69

0.

486_ o
57

4 Curr. Spec z 18, 614

Teacher 14 0

11 55Artist-arrormsiww,
Principal5.) To what extent are you involved

in AIS?

(Very Much - Not at all) 3

8 29

Curr, Spec

Teacher

Artist

13 14

8 '29

15 71

6.) How satisfactory has been the

Alt funding?

(Very Satiate try - Unsatisfactory._

264

8 Principal 5

0

4,57

4

4,25

,35

34-715-

1 3.07

14,62

25 0 10

.47

SO

0,63

a.82

0,88

1,12

1.51

0,67

3,65 1
8 Curr. Sept. 13 54

11 Teacher 6

6 .5 1

30

a 35

0

4.21
3.40
3.94

0.9!)

1.27
1,2518



NB
N 1% K S.D.

0.78

Position
, K N

7.) How readily available have materials
for AIS been?

Principal 15 52 1 7 3° 4 17 - - 4.3,5-

3 Curr. Spec 18 62 3 10 5 17 2 7 1 3 4.21) 1.18
0.96

(Headily Avail. Not
7 Teacher 13 54 7 29 2 8 2 6 - 4.ey

- at all)
11 Artist 11 79 2 14 1 7 -

,..

- - 4.71 0.61

0.60_ Principal 22 79 4 14 2 7 - - - 4.71
8.) What is your overall rating of 2 Curr. Spec 27 90 3 10 -- - , J _ - _ 4.90 0.31

this AIS program area?
2 Teacher, 25 86 3 10 1 3 - - - - 4.83 0.47

(Very High - Very Low)
4 Artist 18 86 2 10 1 5 - - 4.50 0.76

9.) Has A'S aff.?cted the students

general school achievement?

(A great deal - Not at all)

5 Principal 8 35 6 26 8 35 1 4 - - 3.91 0.95

9 Curr. Spec' 4 17 8 35 7 30 1 4 3 13 3.39 1,23

8 Teacher 7 30 35 22 2 9 1 4 3,78 1,13
.

17 Artist 5 63 2 25 1 13 c, T., 4,50 0,76

10.) Has AIS affected the students arts
achievement?

(A great deal - Not at all)

5 Principal 13 57 6 26 2 9 2 9 r r 4,30 0,97

Curr. Spec 8 31 12 46 5 19 T., r 1 4 L,00 0,94

8 Teacher
9 39 9 39 li 17 1 4 r r 4,13 0,87

16 Artist 6 67 3 33 r r r r 4,67 0,50

11.) Has A1S affected the general
community?

(A great deal Not at all)

8 Principal 4 20 4 20 10 50 2 10 T. 3,50 0,95

7 Curr, Spec 5 20 5 20 7 28 7 28 1 4 3,24 1,20

5 Teacher 4 15 7 27 12 46 1 4 2 8 3,39 1,06

1t Artist 3 27 2 18 4 36 r 2 8 3,36 1,43

1106
12.) Has AIS affected the school

community?

(A great deal - Not at all)

4 Principal 5 21 9 38 7 29 2 8 1 4 3,63

2 Curr. Spec 9 30 7 23 8 27 4 13 2 7 3,57 1,25

4 Teacher 6 22 9 33 9 33 " , 3 11 3,57 1,19

15 Artist 6 60 4 40 r , r r 4,60 0,52

13.) has AIS affected the badic
educational program?

( A great deal - Not at all)

4 Principal 6 25 6 25 9 38 3 13 r r 3,63 1,01

5 Curr. Spec, 8 30 4 15 11 41 4 15 r r 3,59 1,08

7 Teacher 5 21 11 46 8 33 r r r r 3,88 0,74

14 krtist 3 27 5 45 2 18 1 9 .., I- 3,91 0,94
___.

14.) Has AIS affected the arts program?

(A great deal - Not at all)

1 Principal 13 48 6 22 7 26 r r 4,15 Q,95

1,003 Curr. Spec 14 48 8
t

28 6 21 r r. 1 3 4,17

5F teacher 10 38 9 35 4 115 1 4 2

-

8 3.92
4,21

1.20
0.93

Artist 6 46 5 38 1 8 1 8



NR IL=-k°
3.

S.D.

.9

Position

28

N

9 36

N ,

7 8

N

2

% N

15.) To what extent are attempts being 3 Principal 7

made to provide the students
with similar experiences as
those provided by the AIS programs?
(A great deal - Not at all

rr. pec 7 28 9 36 7 8 1 1 )4 3.80 1.04

6 teacher 32 7 28 7 8 3 12 - .- 3.:0 I.0

18 Artist - , 6 86

38

1

6

4 . , " " 3,86 1,38

16.) To what extent do products J

result from AIS?

,

Not at all)(A great deal -'

Principal 7 .29 9 25 2 8 - - 3.88 0.95

Curr. 8 ec 7 25 7 25 12 43 1 4 1 4 3.64 1.03

7 Teacher 4 17 8 33 10 42 2 8 - - 3.58 £.88

17. Artist 2 . 25 4 50 2 - _ .., - 4.00 0/76

IT.) to what extent are the products
used/circulated/observed?

(A great deal -Nod at all)

5 Principal

Curr.SpeclinIMINIIM,1111M
6 26 6 26 '10 1 4

,

.. - 3,74 0.92

;

8 Teacher 8 35 7 30 _5 3 13 c " 1,06

19 Artist 1 17 2 3s 2 1 17 r.

_3,87

3 50 1 05

2q8

269
O
-7
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the students general school achievement, the basic educational program,

the students arts achievement, the arts program, the :hool community.

The one exception was that only 40% of the curriculum specialists in-

dicated that the basis; educational program had been affected by the

Theatre AIS Program on the positive side of the scale. That is toward

"a great deal".

Many of the artists did not respond to these items. The percents

of no response from the artists for these items ranged from 48 to 68%.

The artists may have thought that, they did not know to what degree the

theatre AIS Program had affected these areas.

A majority of the respondents, e.lross categories, indicated that the

theatre AIS had affected the general community moderately. Only 44% of

the artists responded to this item.

A knajority of the principals, curriculum specialists and teachers

indicated that they thought attempts were being made to provide the

students with similar experiences as those provided by the Theatre AIS

Program. Seventy-twy percent of the artists did not respond to this

item. Six of the seven who did respond agreed with the other respondents.

A majority of the respondents, across categories, indicated that

tl,day thought products resulted from the theatre AIS program and that

they tholght the products were being used, circulated and/or observed.

Here again, many of the artists did not respond to these '`.ems, 6R%

and 76% respectively.

There was overwheJning agreement among the groups of respondents

that the overall rating of the theatre AIS program was very high.

Of the groups sampled; the artists 81% indicated more than the

others that they were very well, or ,ell oriented to or trained for the

theatre AIS program. Only 46% of the principals, 29% of the curriculum

specialists and 32% of the teachers indicated that they were, well or

27u
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very well oriented to or trained for the Theatre AIS program.

Additional Findings

Table T11 reflects responses to questions concerning training and

background. When asked to indicate "approximately how many years have

the schools in which you have worked offered theatre", principals in-

dicated an average of 5.56 years, curriculum specialists 5.07 years,

teachers 3.27 years and artists 2.74 years.

When asked to indicate with what other AIS Program Areas those in

theatre had been invclved, poetry was indicated most often by all

categories of respondents, music was next.

Seven percent of the principals, thirteen percent of the curriculum

specialists , twenty-three percent of the teachers and thirty six percent

of the artists indicated that they had,within the last five years, elected

to pursue further education in the arts.

Fifty percent of the principals, forty four percent of the cl-ri-

culum specialists, fifty eight perct..nt of the teachers and forty percent

of the artists indicated that they thought an inservice training pv)gram

in the integration of theatre into the curriculum would benefit themselves

and the students.

Table 11 in the basic report shows the resu: if the data collected

from the parents concerning the theatre AIS Program. Only 3 of the 14

?mnlomly selected mothers knew what the Theatre AIS PrOgram waa. Nine of

the 11 who said that they did nQt know chat the Theatre AIS Program was

sail they would attend An orientation on it. None of the fathers inter-

viewed knew about the program and only 1 said he would attend an-orien-

tation session on it.
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TABLE T11

ARTISTS-IN-THE-SCHOOLS EVALUATION

Responses to Questions Concerning Training and Background
in AIS

AIS Program Theatre

210

Position .'rears S.D. l#Res ond. 3/R
Approximately law many years have the
schools in which you have worked offered
4.-'41AIS program area?

Principal 5.56 1.74 2 =
Curr. Spec, 5.07 2.20 30 1 2

Ecacher 3.27 2.36 30 1

Artist 2.74 2.10 19 1 6

what otter AIS Program areas have
you been involved?

Position
umer
Indicatin

% of the.3e

ARCHITECTURE

_....mm...-

Principal 1
-.

Curr. Spec. 2 6

Teacher

Artist

DANCE

Prinoipal
,

1

Carr. Spec. 3
,

Teacher 4 13

Artist

TICTION-WRITM

Principal

--m StCuec.
Teacher

Artist

FILMMAKING

--,....,

Principal 1 4

Curr. Sfec.

Teacher-

Ai,ist

14 50

MUSIC

...No

Principal

Curr. Spec. 14 44

Teacher 10 32

Artist

7

PHOTOCRAPHY

Principal 2

Curr. Spec. 2 6

Teacher 2 6

Artist
Ammo

POETRY

IDArtist

Principal. 17 E 61

Curr. Spec. 18 56

Teacher 16
i

52

TMATRE

Principal 15 5

%rt.. Stec. 16 50

Teacher 1 10 32

Artist



Position YES NO

N

*your undergraduate
*ration program

include orientation to
an AIS program?

Have you, within

the lait five years
elected to pursue
further education
tae arts?

Principal

Curt- _§.Ew

Teacher

Artist

6

28

17

18

2n
14

211

61 10

5K lo

K5 i

16 14

Principal

Curr. Spec.

7 15 54 11

4 13 . 16 50 12

Teacher 7 23 14 145 2.0

Artist

To what extent do you
think that an inservice
training program ir, the
integration of the AIS
Program into the curri-
culum would benefit
you and the students?

A

9

To a great extent
3'

N

2

No. at all
2 1

% N %

14

Principal 5 18 9 32 2

Curr. Spec. 12 38 2 6 6

Teacher 0 9 9 29

Artist 32

7 2 7 1 14 9

9 1 3 1 3 10

1 3 2 6 10

15
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APPENDIX 0



SURVEY OF SCHOOL BOARD MEMBERS OPINION OF THE ARTISTS-IN-THE-SCHNLS PROGRAM

Interview in person.

School Board Member's name Phone

Address

1.) What is your upinion of the AIS Program?

213

2.) Airdtrections do you feel ft should be taking?

3.) Should the AIS Program: A. Be integrated into the regular curriculum?
Become 3 separate but equal part of the
curriculum similar to math or reading?

C. Become a separate but supplemental part of
the regular curriculum?

4.) IF THE SCHOOL BOARD MEMBER ANSWERED YES TO A ABOVE, THEN ASK:

To what extent de you believe the AIS Program should be integrated into the regular
curriculum?

A. Art To a Great Extent 5 4 3 2 1 Not at all
B. Music 5 4 3 2 1

C. Language Arts 5 4 3 2 1

D. Mathematics 5 4 3 2 1

E. Natural Sciences 5 4 3 2 1

F. Social Sciences 5 4 3 2 1

G. Other (please specify and rate) 5 4 3 2 1

5 4 3 2 1

IF THE SCHOOL BOARD MEMBER ANSWERED YES TO 3A ABOVE, THEN ASK:

5.) If you believe that the AIS 7rogram should be integrated into the regular curriculum
who should take the major responsibil'ty for doing so?

Principal Curriculum specialist Teacher Artist

Please add any comments and/or recbmmendations you may have about the AIS Program.

Thank you or your cooperat on.

INTERVENER: Please add your comments on the back of this sheet. Thank you.
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